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citizens by paying their passage from Acapuleo 
to San Francisco. There being no provision for | 
the relief of American citizens other than seamen, | 
and no appropriation under the control of the 

Department from which Mr. Denman’s claim can 

be paid, it is submitted to the adjudication of | 
Congress. " | 

On motion by Mr. PENNINGTON, the com- 
munication and accompanying documents were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury, transmitting letters relating to repairs of the 
Natchez Marine Hospital, and recommending an | 
appropriation of $1,350 to complete the same; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting receipts and expendi- 
tures for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1295; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicktns, its Secretary, notifying the | 
House that that body had passed a bill making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and | 
other pensions of the United States, for the year 
ending June 30, 1850, and for other purposes, 
and asking its concurrence therein. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
bills of the following titles; which were severally 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: : 

A bill to define and punish the crime of perjury 
in certain cases; and 

A bill to change the times of holding the United 
States courts in the southern district of Illinois, 
and for other purposes. 


RETURN OF BILLS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I offer 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to 
return to this House the bill (H. R. No. 729) “to confirm 
to certain persons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie di Chien, Wisconsin,”’ together with the accom- 
panying papers, the said bill not being a claim under a con- 
tract, or requiring an appropriation of money. 

mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I stated on yes- 
terday that 1 had been informed by one of the 
judges of the Court of Claims, that any papers 

eretofore referred to that court by this House | 
would be returned to the applicant, on either the | 
application of any member of this House or the 
applicant himself. I was so informed by the 
chief justice of that court, and under that informa- | 
tion a constituent of mine withdrew some papers 
from the files of that court. Since the adjourn- | 
ment yesterday, the chief justice has informed | 
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me that the subject again came before the court, 
and, after consultation, it was thought dangerous 
to allow the witfdrawal of papers on miscella- 
neous and irresponsible applications. They de- 
termined to deliver papers only on the order of 
the House. I suggest, that in all cases of contract 
or departmental decision, we pass a general res- 
olution that the papers shall be withdrawn on 
the application of the clerk; and that in all other 
cases the withdrawal be left for the application of 
a member desiring the withdrawal, and to be 
decided upon the merits of each application. I 
make this statement and suggestion now, to show 
why the change of rule has been made by the 
court. And, if it is the pleasure of the House, I 
will now introduce a resolution of the general 
character suggested by me, and which, I think, 
will correspond with the views of the court. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I hope the gentleman 
“will introduce his resolution, so that we may at | 
once have a fixed rule of action in regard to the 
withdrawal aan from that court. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read 
for information. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the papers in all cases referred by this 
House to the Court of Claims, arising under contract or 
departmental decision, may be withdrawn from said court 
upon the order of the Clerk of this House, to be given upon 
the application therefor of any member to him, with the 
assent of the claimant , and when said papers are received 


| by the Clerk, they shall be held by him the same asif never 


referred. 


Mr. HAVEN. I will make a single remark. 
The resolution does not cover the class of cases 
of my friend from Wisconsin. His is a case not 


pi upon contract, act of Congress, or ry 
mental decision, but where the papers have been 


referred by the order of the House. My resolu- 
tion is only intended to cover cases arising under 


| contract, a law of Congress, or departmental de- 


| cision. 


/ without the order of the House, in cases where 





} 
| 


they have been referred to the court by the gen- 
eral order at the close of last Congress, without 
the consent of the claimant, so as to have them 
held the same as if never referred, and theycan go 
to the appropriate committee on the motion or in- 
dorsement of any member. All cases not arising 
under contract, a law of Congress, or depart- 
mental decision are to be disposed of upon the 
special application of any member, for reasons to 
be shown by him. There is no objection to the 
application of the gentleman from Wisconsin, that 
[ know of, and his-resolution ought to pass. 

The question was taken on the resolution of 
Mr. Wasusurne, and it was adopted. 

Mr. HAVEN. [ now offer the resolution which 
has been read by the Clerk. 


Mr. MILLSON. I should like to know some- | 


thing more of that resolution before I vote upon 
it. A large number of claims have been referred 
to the Court of Claims by the order of the 
House. I suppose that as Congress has found 
it expedient to create a Court of Claims to 
investigate certain descriptions of demands on 
the Government of the United States, hereafter 


when any claimant shall send his petition to this | 


House, which it may deem proper for the con- 
sideration of that court, it wil be sent there. 
Now, doT understand that the gentleman from 
New York intends by his resolution to allow any 
member or claimant to nullify the action of this 
House, and to withdraw from that court any 
memorial which may have been deliberately 
referred to it for that sort of investigation which 
it can only give? 
are serious objections to the resolution. 
Mr. HAVEN. I have not exactl 
gentleman’s remark. This is the onhy explana- 
tion I have to make of the resolution: All the 
eases which were on the Calendar of the last 
House, whether they rest on contract, laws of 
Congress, or departmental decision, or not, were 
referred by order of the House to the Court of 
Claims in one general batch. Now, in reference 
to contract or departmental cases, and cases 
arising under laws of Congress, that court has 
jurisdiction, whether we refer them there or not. 
Hence it is thought best that the applicant in 


cases of this class may go into the court or the || 


House, as he ae elect, but he shall abide the 
decision of the tribunal he selects. We intend 
that he shall abide by that. Wherever that court 


| has. jurisdiction we refer them there; and where 


they get jurisdiction by our reference, we do not 


propose to let them come back here, unless on the | 


app ication or order of the whole House. 

ut in other cases they have the right to go 
there without our order. Hence I think it best, 
in these cases, that they may pursue their inves- 
tigation there, or come here to pursue it. [ think 
it best to hold the applicants to pursue their 
claims in the tribunal they themselves selected. 


| The only thing my resolution is desired to cor- 


rect, is to let the applicant, who was sent to that 
court in cases of contract, departmental decision, 
or laws of Congress, by the general resolution at 
the close of the Tast Congress, get back his papers 
into this House, and start in the proper place. 
If they start here, and we think the case belongs 


| to the Court of Claims, we shal! send it there; 


Its object is to get the papers back here | 


If so, it seems to me that there | 


heard the | 
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and if it does not belong there, we can keep it, 
| and dispose of it ourselves. 


Mr. MILLSON. I do not knéw that I heard 


the gentleman from New York distinctly; there- 


fore, L am not sure that he has answered my in- 
quiry. The inquiry was, whether he supposes 
it to be the object of this resolution, or the effect 


| of it, to allow a single member of the House to 


withdraw from the Court of Claims any memo- 
rial or papers which may have been referred to it 
by an order of the House, upon the ground that 


| it was proper for the consideration of that court? 


Mr. HAVEN. Ican answer the gentleman. 
This resolution does authorize the return to the 
Clerk of the House—not to any one interested, or 
to a member—but to the Clerk of the House, such 
papers as were referred to the Court of Claims by 
the general order of last Congress in cases of 


| contract departmental decisions, and arising un- 


der a law of Congress, and in no other cases, 


| with the view of having them held by this 
| House, where they can be referred to a commit- 


tee, as the member having them in charge pleases. 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not object to the intro- 
duction of the resolution, because I was unwill- 
ing to substitute my own judgment for the judg- 
ment of the House. Iwas willing that the House 
should have the opportunity of judging for them- 
selves as to the merits of the resolution, although 


l cannot vote for it. It seems to me there are 


| strong objections to it, I think that this Court of 
| Claims has already proved itself to be somewhat 


of afailure. I-voted for the establishment of the 
court with a great deal of reluctance; and my 
chief inducement for doing so was, that it would 
relieve the House of a certain description of claims 


_ which had already been considered by Congress, 


and because it would give an opportunity for a 
more mature and impartial investigation of those 
claims than could be secured before the House 
itself. I take it for granted, then, if any memo- 
rialist shall come before Congress asking relief, it 
will be the duty of the committee having it in 
charge, if they think the case one proper for the 


| consideration of the Court of Claims, so to report 
| to the House; and that the House will then, al- 
| though the memorialist may not have selected 
| Congress as the tribunal to pronounce upon the 
| relief to which he may be entitled, send the case 





to the Court of Claims for such examination as 


they may give it; afterwards to be returned, with 


the report of the court, for the consideration of 
Congress. 

Now, [ am not at all willing, after the House 
has deliberately sent a case to the Court of Claims, 


| believing that the court ought to have charge of it, 


that any one member of the House, or that the 
memortalist alone, may nullify the action of the 
House by withdrawing the case from the con- 
sideration of the court, and bringing itagain before 
the House, to be examined before its committees. 
It seems to me the reswlution will have that effect. 
I do not, then, see how the gentleman can ask that 


| power shall be given to claimants to reverse the 


| to apply to 





under a general order, 


decision of the House; or that power should be 
given to a single member of the House to disre- 


| gard the deliberate judgment of the House, by 


returning a case here which this House may have 
thought proper for the consideration of the Court 
of Claims. 

For these reasons, while I have not thought 
proper to object to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion, I shall vote against it. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman is right; and 
if the resolution does not read so as to meet his 
views, it was sointended. It is designed to refer 
to all papers which have gone from this House 


| under a general order, without anybody havin 


asked such reference. The resolution is intende 
rae heretofore referred. ‘There 
were hundreds of cases on the Calendar of the 
House which were sent to the Court of Claims 
Members ought to have 
the right to get them back into the House, where 


they have not consented to their reference to the 


| court. 
| resolution the 


I ask the Clerk, therefore, to insert in the 
rords, ** heretofore referred.”” 
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Mr. MILLSON. I do not know that I have | 
any objection to the resolution as modified, be- 
cause [ know that such cases were referred by a 
general order. s 7 

Mr. MACE, If the object of the resolution is 
to divide the jurisdiction over claims between 
Congress and the Court of Claims, I hope it will 
not be adopted. There should be no conflict be- 
tween Congress and the Court of Claims in regard | 
to demands against the Government. The Court 
of Claims, so far, | believe, has the confidence of 
the country: Jet it do the business contemplated 
by the law of its creation, without any interfer- 
ence on the part of Congress. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The House will recollect | 
that we took a great deal of pains at the last | 
session of Congress to constitute this Court of | 
Claims. Every one who has had any experience 
in Congress, or in a State Legislature, knows per- 
fectly well that, without the advantages of such a | 
court, there is often great injustice done to the 
Government, as well as to individuals, by the 
attempt on the part of the House to settle and | 
examine claims. Now, sir, the only difficulty in | 
the action of the Court of Claims is in regard 
to cases of tort or damage outside of contract. | 
This House has got to act upon such cases, and 
say whether or not it wiil refer them there. It | 
seems to me that the act ought to have been 
framed so as to let any claimant against the Gov- | 
ernment go before the Court of Claims just as he | 
would go into court if he had aclaim against any | 
individual. Let him gothere at his own expense. | 
That court should have jurisdiction of just such 
claims as are recoverabie in a court of law or 
equity, and no other; and with such cases this 
body should have no interference. If a claim be | 
brought here, we should immediately look at it | 
so far as to say whether it is a claim recoverable | 
as by A against B, in a court of law or equity; 
and, if so, the House should immediately refer | 
it for a hearing to that court, and have nothing 
more to do with it. If it be not such a claim, 
then it may be such a peculiar case that this 
House really ought to do something. 

Now, then, a resolution may properly be passed 
here which will allow papers to be taken which | 
have been presented here for the use of that 
court upon its request; but I am unwilling to take 
any course, or to adopt any resolution, which | 
will continue this objectionable uncertainty, and | 
this concurrent and conflictive kind of cognizance 
between this House and that court. I want 
simply to have that court act; and that we have | 
nothing to do with the cases which are really 
judicial cases. It appears to me that we should 
have this matter put in propertrain. I have read | 
the resolution very carefully, and I do not see | 
how itis going to interfere with the court; and 

yet I do not see that there is much use in it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
rise for the purpose of making opposition to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from New 
York. We are all aware of the circumstances 
which moved both Houses of Congress to pass 
the bill organizing a court for the adjudication 
of claims against the Government. A large 
amount of claims had accumulated, and the press 
of business in both Houses of Congress was so 
great, that Congress was driven to constitute a 
tribunal for the purpose of investigating these 
claims. That court has certain jurisdiction con- 
ferred upon it by the act. It was ascertained to | 
be a matter of impossibility for the committees of | 
this House and of the Senate to give these claims 
that kind of investigation which they seemed to | 
demand. 

| 
| 
| 
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At the last session of Congress, the House, 
being unable to reach the large number of bills 
which still remained on the Calendar, the ques- 
uon was, what disposition ought to be made of | 
such as could not be reached in the ordinary | 
course of legislation; and the House determined | 
to dispose of them all ‘in one fell swoop,”’ by | 


sending them direct from this House to the Court || 


of Claims, there to be prosecuted as the parties 
may think proper. But, sir, it seems that the 
partes have not in all instances thought proper 
to avail themselves of the privileges amend them 
to go before that court and prosecute their claims 
there, As I understand the object of the reso- 
lution, it is to reach a class of cases which prob- 
ably ought not to have been sent there, and to 
bring back the papers to this House, in orde: that | 


} 








the House may determine whether or not the 
case ought to be prosecuted before this body or 
before that court. 

There is one question, however, on which I 
desire the attention and opinion of the gentleman 
from New York who introduced the resolution. 
It is this: whether or not we can_ properly 
transfer to that court, by resolution, the Senate 
bills which were on ourCalendar? It may be said 
that this House had possession of these bills, and 
that, therefore, it had as much power to transfer 
them as those which had originated here. I do, 
however, submit whether it was proper or cour- 
teous for this House to make such disposition of 
the Senate bills? It occurs to me that this reso- 


lution ought to be so modified as to exempt bills || 


which originated in the Senate, were sent to this 
House, and were not reached in the sreuney 
course of legislation. It seems to me that such 
bills ought to be excepted, and left to the Senate 
to give them such direction as they may think | 
wroper. I appeal to the gentleman from New 
Sack. to know his opinion as to the power of the 
House to make that disposition of the Senate 
bills that were on our Calendar? 

Mr. HAVEN. As to the Senate bills which 
were then in the House, this House undoubtedly 
had the power to refer them to the Court of 
Claims, according to the provisions of the act, | 
which are—after enumerating other classes— 
‘*and also all claims which may be referred to 
said court by either House of Congress.’’ The 
claims included in Senate bills were before us, and 
we certainly could refer them, under the law. 
One word more. I think that everybody who 
looks at the resolution understands its object, and 
sees that itis right. I agree with the gentleman | 
from New York, the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, [Mr. Summons,] and with the gentle- 
men from Indiana and Arkansas, [Messrs. Mace 
and Greenwoop,] that these claims should be | 


kept before the Court of Claims:and that that court || 





may be made—as it is cheerfully willing—to dis- 
charge its duty in regard to them. But all that I 
had in view was this: every morning four or five 
gentlemen get up here, telling this House that 
there are claims which have gone there under the 
general resolution, which that court cannot have | 
jurisdiction over—such as applications to extend 
patents; applications for the bounty of Govern- 
ment; claims of men who want bounty lands for 
being wounded in the service; and of ladies who 
think they are entitled to something for having 
borne three or four children ata birth. All this 
kind of claims the court cannot pass upon; and 
we want simply to get back here all the papers in | 
such cases as may be properly referred to the 
committees who have appropriate charge of them, 
under the operations of general philanthropy. I 
hope the gentleman from Arkansas will move the 
previous question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I suppose the gentle- 
man from New York does not design to include 
in his remarks that class of cases which is based 
on mere equity? 

Mr. HAVEN. No, not onthat kind of equity 
where a court of equity cannot grant specific 
relief—not on roving equity; but I do include 
those cases where a court could on bill filed give 
specific reliefagainst an individual under the gen- 
eralrules and practice of a court of equity. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I call for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, being put, 
the resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the reg- 
ular order of business. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESCLUTIONS. 
Mr. LETCHER. Iask the gentleman from 


Tennessee to withdraw his call, to allow me to 
introduce a resolution, that bills and resolutions 
be introduced for one hour. 

Mr. JONES. 1 will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my resolution. I ask that it may be 
read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the States shall be called for one hour 
for the presentation of bills and resolutions to which there 
is no objection, for reference to the appropriate committees : 
when such bill or resolution is presented, after the resolu- 
tion shall be read, or the title of the bill shall be announced, 
the Speaker shal! then propound the question: “ ls there 
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/ and the States were called for the introduecti 





SS ———— 
bjection ?”” and if there be objection, the bi i 
shail then be returned to Ap nee ueenting a 
There was no objection; and the resolution was 
received and adopted. 
The House then proceeded to execute its order, 
; : : : On of. 
bills and resolutions, commencing with the State 
of Maine. 
Mr. MORRILL offered the following resolution. 
which, being objected to by Mr. Keirr, was not 


| received: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, an 
they are hereby, requested to inquire into the expediency 


| of establishing a Board of Agriculture under the direction 


of the Secretary of the Interior; and, also, of establish; 
one or more national agricultural schools upon the basis Pi 
the naval and military schools, in order that one scholar 
from each congressional district, and two from each State 
at large, may receive a scientific and practical education ay 
the public expense. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, b unanimous consent, of. 
fered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be,anq 
he is hereby, requested to transmit to this House copies of 
all correspondence, documents, and papers in relation to 
the compensation and emoluments of Brevet Lieutenan; 
General Scott, under the joint resolution, approved Febry. 
ary 15, 1855, as may bein the Executive Department of the 
Government. . 

Mr. MORGAN presented a preamble and res- 
olution of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, asking that repairs be made in the struc- 
tures of the Federal Government upon the quar- 


_antine grounds; which were read, referred to the 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


Mr. M. also presented a memorial from R, P, 
Johnston, on behalf of the New York Agricul- 
tural Society, asking for an appropriation to 
carry out the meteorological observations com- 
menced by Lieutenant Maury, of the United States 


|| Navy,and to establish a system of meteorological 


observations forthe land, such as has been already 
discovered for the sea; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Mr. KELSEY, by unanimous consent, offered 


the following resolution; which was read, con- 


sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before 
this House, if consistent with the public interest, such 
information as may be in the possession of the Department 
of the Interior touching the cause of any difficulties that 
may have arisen between the Creek and Seminole Indians 
since their emigration west of the Mississippi ; and whether 
any of the Seminole or other Indians have lett the county 
assigned them; and, if any, what number; and whether 
they have since. been engaged in hostilities against the 
United States, together with the cause of such hostilities. 

Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Postmaster General be, and they are hereby, directed to 
report to this House whether the building in process of con- 
struction at Buffalo, for a custom-house, post office, court 
rooms, and for other offices, is of sufficient size to answer 
the several purposes for which it is intended; and, if in 
their opinion it is not, that they further report whether any, 
and what, addition can be made thereto, so as to answer 
the said purposes ; and the additional cost thereof. 


Mr. HUGHSTON asked consent to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 629, sent by resolution of 
the last Seago to the Court of Claims, be procured by 
the Clerk of this House, and placed on its files, the said 
Court of Claims having no jurisdiction in the case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That cannot be 
done. The case may be brought back here, but 
not placed on the Calendar, where it was when 
sent to the Court of Claims by the last Congress. 
This House can have no cognizance of what was 
done by the last Congress. 

Mr. HUGHSTON. I was informed yesterday 
that I could obtain these papers by application to 
the Court of Claims. I made application to the 
clerk of that court, but could not obtain them; 
and I was advised to obtain them by resolution 
of the House. I have therefore offered this rep- 
olution. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not object to the nope 
being obtained from the Court of Claims. What 
I said was, that we could won pees the bill upon 
the Calendar, as I unders the resolution to 
provide for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution contemplates placing the papers 
upon the files of the House. : 

Mr. JONES. Then I have no objeetion. 
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“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to || 
the resolution in that form. | 
The resolution was therefore not received. 


Mr. SAGE offered the following resolution; | 
which, under the rule, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved, That one thousand extra copies of the report 


of the Superintendent of the Government Hospital for the 
Insane, be printed for the use of the Superintendent. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to have introduced | 
and passed a joint resolution, to which, lam sure, 
when its purpose is understood, there will be no 
objection. It is a joint resolution for the purchase 
of a sufficient number of copies of ‘* Alden’s In- 
dex to the Reports of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, for the use of the Government, its 
judges, and other officers.’’ 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 


Mr. HUGHSTON. I offer the following res- 


olution: 

Resolved, That the papers in reference to House bill (No. 
629) sent by resolution of the last Congress to the Court of | | 
Claims, be procured by the Clerk of this House to place on | | 
its files; the said Court of Claims having no jurisdiction in | 
the case. | 

Mr. ORR. I would inquire whether this case | 
is not embraced by the resolution which was | 
adopted this morning on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York? AsI understood the | 
resolution, it does embrace all these cases, and 
that it is now unnecessary to incumber our Jour- 
nals with particular cases. I do not object if the 
resolution of the gentleman from New York does 
not embrace this case. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not know whether the | 
claim is under a contract or departmental decis- 
ion. If it is, then it isembraced by my resolution. | 
If it is not, then this application is necessary. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which, on yesterday, a bill to pro- 
vide for carrying into effect the first article of the || 
treaty between the United States and her Majesty 
the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Brit- | 
ain and Ireland, of the 15th day of June, 1846, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. [ask only that my motion 
may be entered upon the Journal. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I ask leave, in pursuance 
of previous notice, to introduce a bill to increase 
,the compensation of inspectors of customs; and 
to move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think the bill | 
ought to be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. They have the regulation of cus- | 
toms before them, and this bill certainly ought | 
to go to that committee. 

_ bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. d 

_Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Petitions 
in regard to the subject-matter of that bill have 
gone to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES. If so, they have all taken a 
wrong direction I move that the bill be referred 


| 


to the Committee of Ways and Means. 1] 


Mr. FLORENCE. So far as I recollect, the 


'| merce. 


| inspectors of customs. 
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Mr. ORR. It seems to me that the proper 
reference of the bill is to the Committee on Com- 
They are more competent to determine 
the compensation which should be given to the 
i It is within the line of 
their duty. I hope the reference will be made to 
that committee; and I now call for the previou¢ 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The House refused to refer the bill to the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means, and it was then re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency Of making an im- 
mediate provision for the building of ten steam sloops, or 


| other vessels of war with auxiliary steam power, and report 
| thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 


| sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That, in view of the great commercial and 
national interests in the navigation of our northern lakes, 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed to inquire 


into the expediency of establishing a naval depot and dry- 


dock at some point upon said lakes, and report by bill or 
| Otherwise. 


Mr. PURVIANCE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill for the relief of the heirs of Al- 


| exander Stevenson; which was read a first and 


second time by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to offera resolution 
for my absent colleague, [Mr. Powe.,] who was 
called home a short time ago. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. L. introduced the following resolution; 


| which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
| requiring the Postmaster General so to construe an act of 
Congress approved July 25, 1854, for the relief of James M. | 
Goggin, special agent of the Post Office Department for | 


Calitormia, as to allow to said James M. Goggin the same 
salary as is received by the present agent, his successor in 
office ; and also such sums for office rent and clerk hire as 


by bim for the same. 


introduced the following bill, of which previous 


second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 


and for other purposes. 
Mr. F. also, by unanimous consent, introduced 


rule, referred to the Committee on Printing: 


ten thousand extra copies of the letter of the Secretary of 


16, 1842, a report of the changes and modifications in the 
commercial systems of other nations during the year ending 
September 30, 1855. 


By Mr. MILLSON: A bill to amend an act 


' satisfaction of Virginia land warrants.’’ Re- 
ferred to the Commuttee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. BROOKS offered the following resolution: 





practice of the House has been to send questions 
of this character to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES. Refer to a solitary case. 

Mr. FLORENCE. In reference to the increase 
of inspectors’ c®mpensation, there was an in- 
stance in the last Congress. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Petitions for the object of 
my bill were presented and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce at the last Congress. 

Mr. CADWALADER. The bill is a good 
one. The compensation of these men has stood 
Stationary for forty years. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. During the 
last Congress the whole subject was referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. They considered 
ttand reported a bill to the House. 

Mr. AIKEN. It has been the habit to send 
these petitions to the Committee on Commerce | 
ever since I have been a member of that com-| 
mittee. 

Mr. CADWALADER. There is a reason for 
this increase of pay. There is a greater or less 


liability to it from extraneous influences | 


in these offices than in any others. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of causing to be printed, for the 
use and distribution of the members of the House, ten thou- 
sand copies of the report and accompanying maps made by 
Captain R. B. Marey, United States Army, of an exploration 
of the Big Witchitu river, and the country about the head 
| waters of the Brazos river, and made in connection with 


|| the selection and location of lands for the occupation of the 


| Indians living within the limits of 'l'exas, in the year 1854. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I observe that the resolu- 
tion instructs the committee to do soand so. If 
the gentleman will modify it so as to allow the 
committee discretionary power over the subject, 
| L willnot objecttoit. Ido object to it in its present 
| form. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
the gentleman’s suggestion. 
| Mr. CRAIGE. object to the resolution in 
| any form. ° 


| Mr. KEITT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
| duced the following resolution; which was read, 
| considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


| 

structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
navy-yard at Port Royal, South Carolina. 
| 





| troduced the following bill, of which previous 


is shown by proper vouchers to have been actually expended | 


Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, } 


A bill for the better organization of the Army, | 


| the following resolution; which was, under the || 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House || ~ ; a4 
|| Committee on Claims. 
State, transmitting, in compliance with the act of August || 


| entitled ** An act making further provision for the || 


I will modify it according to | 


Mr. SHORTER, by unanimous consent, in- | 
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second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mitfee on Public Lands. 

A bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
the waters of St. Andrew’s bay, Florida, to 
Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. SHORTER also presented two memorials 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of Ala- 
bama—one for the relief of townships borderin 
upon the States of Mississippi, Georgia, an 
Florida; and the other in relation to the remis- 
sion of the duty on railroad iron; which were 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HOUSTON introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
State of Alabama alternate sections of public land for the 
construction of the Tennessee and Alabama railroad, and 
also for the Memphis and Charleston railroad. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, presented a bill to 
prevent the introduction into the United States 
of foreign criminals, paupers, lunatics, idiots, in- 
sane and blind persons. 

Objected to by Mr. BARKSDALE. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 believe we have 
no authority on the subject. 


Mr. WALKER introduced the following reso- 


| lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 


|| form this House what fortifications are necessary to guard 


the coast between Mobile and New Orleans, and to furnish 
an estimate of the cost thereof, 


Mr. STEPHENS introduced the following res- 


| olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


navy-yard at Brunswick, Georgia. 


Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, reported the following resolution; 


| which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to trans- 
mit to the library of the Military Academy at West Point, 
| one copy of all documents which may hereafter be published 


|| by the order of this House. 
notice had been given; which was read a first and || 


Mr.SANDIDGE introduced the following bills; 


|| which were severally read a first and second time 


| by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 
A bill authorizing the transfer of Fort Jesup to 


|| the State of Louisiana, for certain purposes. Re- 


ferred to the Commitiee on Militagy Affairs. 

A bill for the relief of the estates of Benjamin 
Bullock, Daniel M. Herd, and John H. Mahle, 
deceased, and of William Long. Referred to the 


A bill to establish a post road in the parishes 

| of Union and Claiborne, State of Louisiana, and 
for other purposes. Referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

| A bill to establish a post road from Vermillion- 

ville to Mermenton river, in the State of Louisi- 

ana. Referred to the Committee on the Post Office 

and Post Roads. 


Mr. LEITER introduced a bill for the relief 

of Amos Armstrong, of Ohio; which was read a 

first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. LEITER also offered the following reso- 

| lution: 

Resolved, That Charles P. Coe be, and he is hereby, ap- 
pointed special messenger of the House of Representatives 
at a compensation of three dollars per day, to continue until 
otherwise ordered by the House. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 


| Mr. WADE introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read a first and second time 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill making appropriations for continuing the 
improvements on the harbor at the mouth of 
Grand river, in the county of Lake, and State of 
Ohio; and 

A bill making appropriations for continuing 
the improvements on the harbor of Cleveland, in 
the State of Ohio. 


Mr. SHERMAN offered the following rese- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report to this House the amount expended for printing, 
_ binding, and engraving of each of the various Departments 
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# we Government during the two last fiscal years; and, 
fisn, that suid committee inquire into and report by bill, or 
otherwise, as to the expediency of establishing a Govern- 
ment printing office, under the charge of the Department 
of the interior. 

Mr. ORR. I would suggest to the gentleman 
to modify his resolution so as to make it read 
four years. 2a) 

Mr. SHERMAN. I s0 modify it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 hope the reso- 
lution will be modified so as to ascertain what has 
been expended at each session of Congress, or at 
least each two years. It willaccomplish no good 
purpose to go back four years, beyond the term 
of the present Administrauon, and beyond the 


existence of the present law on the subject. 1, 


bave po objection if the resolution shail provide 
for ascertaming what has been expended in two 


years. fl 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would suggest that | 


the resolution should only go back to the enact- 

ment of the present law upon the subject of the 

public printing. I do not think it worth while 

to go behind that; nobody ean tell what was ex- 
nded before that time. 

Mr.ORR. Ifthe committee find that to be the 
ease they will so report. 

Mr.SHERMAN. When was the present law 
adopted? 

Mr. MARSHALL. In 1852. 

There was no objection; and the resolution, as 
modified, was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN also presented the follow- 
ing resolution; which, being objected to by Mr. 
Boyce, was not received: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report, by bill or otherwise, what amendments 
to existing laws, if any, are necessary to secure for the 


future the prompt organization of the House of Representa- 
tives. 


Mr. BLISS, by unanimous consent, offered the 


following resolution; which was read, considered, | 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedieney of establishing an 
agricultural protessorship for the Smithsonian Institution ; 
and that the duties pertaining to agriculture, now pertormed 


by the Commissioner of Patents, be transterred to that pro- | 


feasorship, and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER presented a bill to regu- | 


late and make uniform the right of suffrage in the 
several Territories of the United States; which 
was objected to by Mr. Puexes, and not received. 


Mr. Z. also, by unanimous consent, presented | 


the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘That ghe Committee on Commerce be instruet- | 
ed Lo inquire into. lhe propriety of authorizing the construc- | 


tion of a building for a custom-house and post office at 
Nashville. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee, by unanimous 
consent, offered the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State report to this House 
the times at which the several Territories were organized, 
the length of time their territorial existence continued, te 
amounts appropriated to each for legislative, executive, and 
judicial purposes for the erection of publie buildings and 
the construction of roads in each of said Territories prior 
to their admission as States; and, also, the same information 
in regard to cach of the Territories of Minnesota, Oregon, 
Washington, New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska. 

Mr. READY proposed to introduce a bill to 
repeal and refund the duty on railroad iron. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to know to what 
committee the gentleman proposes to have that 
bill referred ? 

Mr. READY. 
merce. 

Mr. RITCHIE. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will send it to the Committee of Waysand 
Means, | have no objection to its introduction. 

Mr. READY. I prefer that it should go to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Then I object. 


The bill was therefore not received. 


Mr. WATKINS asked and obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the following cases, for the purpose of having 
them presented to the Department: 

The petition of Solomon Fann, of Greene coun- 
ty, Tennessee, for compensation for services ren- 
dered and injuries received in the war of 1812; 

The petiuon of Elijah Close, of Washington 
county, Tennessee, for services rendered and dis- 
abilities inearret in the war of" 1812; 

The petition of William Budlock, of Sullivan 


To the Committee on Com- 


me ee 





county, Tennessee, for services rendered in the 
late war with Great Britain, in 1812; 
The petition of Thomas G. Brown, of Greene 
| county, Tennessee, for services rendered during 
the war with Great Britain in 1812; and 
The petition of Wyatt Griffith, of Washing- 
ton county, Tennessee, for services rendered in 
the war of 1812. 


Mr. COLFAX, by unanimous consent, and in 


pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 


/ making an my 28 ere for continuing the im- 
proyement of the 
at Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, and for the 


construction of a breakwater thereat; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. BARBOUR asked leave to introduce a bill 


‘to provide for the right of trial by jury, and the 


of court. 


Mr. LETCHER. What does that bill apply 


to? The fugitive slave law? 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. 
The bill was therefore not received. 
Mr. HOLLOWAY. 


olution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Printing inquire into 


the expediency of reprinting fifty thousand copies of the 
agricuitural portion of the report of the Commissioner of | 
Patents for 1854, for the use of the House—ten thousand of 
|| which shall be for the disposal of the Patent Office ; the 
' contracts for the illustrations of which, and the printing of 
' the same, to be executed with the advice and to the satis- 


| faction of the Commissioner of Patents. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the 


resolution, 


’ 
| Congress. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, by unani- 
mous consent, in pursuance of previous notice, | 
introduced bills; which were read a firstand second | 


| time by their titles, as follows, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


to provide for the better security of the lives of 
| passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
| or in part by steam, and for other purposes;” 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
' Rock Island rapids in the Mississippi river; and 

A bill to improve the harbor of Galena and the 


| channel of the Galena river, in the State of Illi- 


| nois. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


Task leave to introduce 


| be referred to the Committee on Commerce 


Mr. LETCHER. 


mittee; I want this bill to go there also. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. 
| tirely mistaken. 


This has no reference to the 


| bill which was sent to the Committee of Ways 
| and Means. The bill was read inextenso. It 


| appropriates $88,000 for the purpose specified. 


i| he bill was read a first and second time by its 


‘| title,and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


|| Mr. WOODWORTH, by unanimous consent, 
| in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
:, for continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
| Chieago, Hlinois; which was read a first and 
|| second 

mittee on Commerce. 


| On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was 


| Wise. 


| Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, by unanimous 
|, consent, in pursuance of previous notice, intro- 


| duced a bill making provision to compensate 
agents for paying pensions, and prescribing the 


| time and manner of settling their accounts; which 
' was read a first and second time, and referred to 


| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 


‘|erection of a suitable 


1arbor of refuge and commerce 


right of appeal, in cases of alleged contempt of 


I offer the following res- | 


One hundred thousand copies of the 
report were ordered to be printed at the last 


A bil further to amend an act entitled ‘* An act 


a bill providing for the erection of a building at 
Galena, Illinois, for a custom-house, post office, 
and United States court room, in order that it may 


I propose that it be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. The | 
gentleman brought the matter before that com- | 


The gentleman is en- 


time by its title, and referred to the Com- 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
| structed to inquire what further legislation, if any, by Con- 
| gress, is necessary tosecure to purchasers under the General 

i} Government titles to land coming within the provisions of 
_ the swamp-laifd act; and that they report by bill or other- 


I desire to introduce 
| a bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
uilding at Springfield, 
\| Illinois, for a post office, land office, and for the 
i use of the district and circuit courts of the United 
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| have it rred to the Committee on the P 

Office and Post Roads. an We Boe 
Mr. RITCHIE. Similar applications have been 

sent to the Committee on Commerce. 

| Mr. HARRIS. Those included custom-houses. 
this does not. ’ 

| The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and_ referred to the Committee on the Pog, 

Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I offer the follow. 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re. 
quested to communicate to this House complete lists or 
rolls of the names of every person who has served the 
United States in the Army or Navy, in every kind and de. 
seription of force, from the 15th day of June, 1775, to the 
ist day of January,1856, arranging the same, as near as ma 
be, for the Army, by regiments, battalions, or companies 
and for the Navy, in the order of officers and crews, respect, 
ively ; with a statement, also, showing the date, place, anq 
manner of entering and discharge from service, and show. 
ing, also, (if practicable,) the battles or engagements jy 
which such officers, soldiers, seamen, or marines, or their 
respective corps or crews, have served. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. All the clerks of 
the Departments could not in two years furnish 
the information desired; and I object to the reso. 
lution. 

Mr. LINDLEY, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the 
payment of horses and other property lost or 
| destroyed in the military service of the United 
| States,”’ approved March 3, 1849; which was read 














a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill to provide for the preémption of 
certain portions of the ublic land to the States 
within which thcy lie, for the purpose of aiding 
in the construction of railroads; which was read 


‘| a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following bills, of which previous 
notice had been given; which were severally read 
a first and wie: time by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below: 

A bill to relinquish to the State of Missouri, 
the two per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands sold in said State since the Ist 
of January, 1820. Referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill granting a township of land to the 
State of Missouri to aid in the support of a sem- 
inary of learning in said State. Referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of two 
hundred and sixty-six southern and westera 
steamboat pilots, praying an amendment of the 
steamboat law; which was referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. PORTER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi river 
from St. Louis to the lower rapids; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 

| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


| Mr.GREEN WOOD offered the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law for 
the indictment and punishment of persons for the stealing 
of slaves in the Indian territory. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The hour set apart for the 
reception of bills and resolutions has expired. 

My. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the House 
will go on with the call until all the States and 
Territories have been called. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If the gentleman who 
objected to the resolution will allow me, I will 
state the grounds for the necessity of it. The 
reason is, that under the law as it now exists, and 
under the decisions of the courts, persons on the 
borders of the Indian territory can go into such 
territory and steal slaves therefrom, and take 
them into the southern States, and there sell them 
with impunity. : 

| "Mr. SHERMAN. Being satisfied with the 
explanation of the gentleman, I withdraw the 
objection. 

he resolution was then agreed to. 

The SoA continued the call. , 
| Mr. HO » by unanimous consent, in- 
previous notice had been 
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in Oregon, New Mexico, Washington, Utah, and Minne- 
sota, it is provided “ thatthe salary of the Governor of New 
Mexico be, and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of 
§3,000."" : c : 

Upon application of the Governor of New Mexico, the 
Comptrolier of the Treasury examined the question ot the 
rate of compensation to which he was entitled, and re- 
ported to me his opinion, from which [am unable to dis- 
sent, that, under the foregoing provisions, he is entitled to 
$3,000 as Governor, and $1,000 as superintendent, making 
together #4,000; but no more than $3,000 has been paid, 
for want of a sufficient appropriation. 


F « * wa p vie » subjec | . . | 
If the committee take the same view of the subject, an || which the Committee of Ways and Means now | 


additional appropriation will be required, as follows : 5 
Bay, from 27th July, 1854, to 30th June, 1855..... $929 35 





For the year to end 30th June, 1856. ond Sage Obeosn 1,000 00 | 
For the year to end 30th June, 1857.26. .++00+++0+ 1,000 00 | 
Making ...00020 ccccccsecee osndeatee cose aD 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Yon. Lewis D. CAMPBELL, 
Chairman Committee of Ways and Means, 


House of Representatives. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
any intention upon the partof the Congress which 
raised the salary of this Governor to give the con- 
struction that is given by this provision. I have 


not examined the law, and therefore am not pre- | 


pared to say whether the construction given to it 


is correct or not, but it does seem to me that, if | 
we are bound under it to make this appropria- | 


tion now, the Committee of Ways and Means 
should have reported some provision by which 
we should in future get clear of this extra thou- 
sand dollars. Before the law of 1854.was passed, 
the Governor of New Mexico received a certain 
sum as Governor, and an addition as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. We then raised his 


salary as Governor to $3,000 per annum, and | 


placed him upon the same footing as the Governors 
of Oregon and Minnesota. 
was intended to cover all his services. I am not 
prepared to say that this construction of the law 
is not the proper one. I shall move, however, to 
strike out the clause, and shall vote against its 


Congress never intended that construction should 
be given. This item was not presented to the 
Committee of Ways and Means at the last Con- 
gress. Ithas never been brought forward before, 
and now the whole amount for three years is 
brought in, as a deficiency growing out of the 
phraseology of the law. 1 think, if the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means persists in 
retaining this item in the bill, he should, at least, 
accompany it by a proviso cutting off this extra 
allowance in future. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Alabama will examine closely the act of 
1854, | think he will come to the conclusion that 
the construction that has been given to it is the 
correct one, The Committee of Waysand Means 


were unanimously of the opinion that it was a | 
They have, however, only | 


correct construction. j 

reported a deficiency of $1,900, leaving the $1,000 

- next year to come in the regular appropriation 
ili. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
then report some amendment by which, in future, 
this abuse will be stopped—for it is clearly an 
abuse. I do not intend to say anything upon the 
propriety of the construction more than to re- 
mark, that it is certainly contrary to the intention 
of the Congress that passed the act. I say | am 
not prepared to pass upon the correctness of this 
construction, because my attention has not been 
before called to it; but so thoroughly convinced 
am I that the sense of Congress is not consulted 
by the construction given, whether legal or not, 
that I am prepared to vote against it. I again 
suggest to my friend from Ohio that a: provision 
be added to the bill by which this construction 
will be prevented, and the salary cut down to a 
proper amount. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will sa 


able gentleman from Alabama, that a deficienc 


bill is not, perhaps, the proper bill to which such | 


a remedy as he proposes should be attached. It 
merely contemplates the payment of a deficiency ; 
it does not look to the future atall. It makes pro- 
vision for the past, and there is certainly no pro- 
priety—none whatever—in attaching to it such a 
rovision as the one suggested. I have the law 
ere, and will read it if the gentleman desires it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I rely on the gentleman to 


construe the law. I have not had an opportunity 
to look into the matter. 


I suppose there never was | 


lam sure that salary | 


to the honor- | 











| "That the annual salaries of the chief justices and asso- 
| ciate judges of the Territories of Oregon, Washington, 

Utah, and New Mexico be, and the same are hereby, in- 
| creased to the sum of $2,500 each ; and that the salary of 


|| Mr. CAMPBELL. The law provides— 
| 


increased to the sum of $3,000;”’ and so on. 


Mr. HOUSTON. His salary was increased 
from pags per annum—$]1,500 as Governor, and 
$1,000 as superintendent of Indian affairs—to 
$3,000. The construction of the Department, 


propose to carry out, gives him, in addition to 
this increased salary of $3,000, the sum of $1,000 
more; $1,000 in addition to what is $500 more 


than he originally received, both as Governor and | 


superintendent of Indian affairs of New Mexico! 
Sut the gentleman says that the deficiency bill 
is not the proper place for legislation of this sort. 
I agree with 
are not the measures in which to ma 
lations. Yet, by referring tothe preceding para- 
graph, it will be found that the Committee of 
Ways and Means have themselves reported the 
very character of legislation which I propose to 
putin. While I shall labor with the gentleman 


| the Governor of New Mexico be, and the same is hereby, | 


iim that these apres bills | 
e legal regu- | 





to keep the appropriation bills free from improper | 


there is a proposition to take money out of the 
Treasury, however legally, yet in opposition to 
the intention of Congress—I must beg the Com- 
mittee of the Whole.on the state of the Union to 
set its face against any such grasping legislation. 
[ ask, now, that a provision be inserted by which 
the present construction of the law will be de- 
stroyed. I regard it as an improper construc- 
uion. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
put right. 


struction was before the House—whether on the 


occasion of a bill reported from the Committee | 
being inserted in the bill, because | know that | 


on the Public Lands, or some other commitiee, I 
do not now remember; and if [am not mistaken, 


the House then came to the conclusion—and it || 


was made a point on which the action of the 
| House was to hinge—that the duties of Governor 
and superintendent of Indian affairs should be 
devolved on the same man, and that the salary 
given was to cover compensation for both. Ican- 


not lay my hand on the proceedings of the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole at that time; but there was, 


I think, something of the kind I speak of. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to explain this pro- 
| vision of the deficiency bill. ‘The act organizing 
the Territory of New Mexico provided that there 
should be a Governor, who should receive a sal- 
ary of $1,500 per annum as such. It aiso pro- 
|| vided that the Governor should be ex officio super- 


ing the latter duty, he should receive $1,000. It 
made his salary for Governor and superintend- 
ent $2,500. During the last Congress a bill, origin- 


| 
|| of the Territories of the United States. 
|| here, received the sanction of this body, and was 
|| approved by the President. 
the provision that the Governor of New Mexico 


| 
|| should have an increased salary of $3,000 per 


annum. It leaves in force the provision of the 


|| law organizing the Territory, which fixes his | 
| salary as ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs | 
/ at $1,000 per annum, making his salary, as Gov- 
|| ernor and superintendent of Indian affairs, $4,000. 
|| 1 am of the opinion myself that it was not the in- | 
|| tention of Congress to give him all that salary for 


| the discharge of the duties of both these offices. I 
| recollect when the bill was under consideration. 
| I think I was occupying the chair in the Commit- 
|| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union when 
the bill providing for the increase of the salaries 
|| of these executive and judicial officers of the Ter- 

ritories was before it. I am of the opinion that 
| the Secretary of the Treasury, when he submit- 
| ted his estimates at the last session of Congress, 
| did not think that the Governor of New Mexico, 
as Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs, 
was entitled tomore than $3,000. Nevertheless, 
/on examination of those acts, I am of opinion 
| that the First Comptroller of the Treasury has 

decided correctly, and that Governor Meriwether 


is entitled to a salary of $3,000 as the Governor 





|! of New Mexico, and, in addition thereto, $1,000 a 


We all want this matter to be | 
I have a recollection that on some oc- | 
casion in the last Congress, this question of con- | 


intendent of Indian affairs, and that, for discharg- | 


ating in the Senate, provided for the increase of | 
| the salaries of the executive and judicial officers | 
It came | 


Among others was | 


legislation, still, whenever there is so plain a case | 
as the present one—whenever it is evident that | 
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year for the discharge of the duties of superin. 
tendent of Indian afiairs of that Territory, 
‘There is another provision—and I believe it is jn 
the Indian appropriation bill—which was passed 
contemplating the separation of those two offices, 
and permitting one person to discharge the duties 
of Governor, and another the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. Such a provision was 
made so far as the Governor of the Territory of 
Minnesota is concerned, and, I believe, also the 
Governor of New Mexico; leaving it discretion. 
ary with the President, at any time, to devolve 
the duties of Governor and superintendent of [n- 
dian affairs of those Territories upon two differ. 
ent persons. In such an event, Governor Meri. 
wether would receive but $3,000 as Governor of 
the Territory, and the person who might hold the 
office of superintendent of Indian affairs would 
then be entitled to a salary of $1,000 under the 
existing law. I think, then, the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston] is wrong in moving to 
strike out this provision of the bill. If he desires 
to make any additional legislation, I might act 
with him in that respect; but at present that 
officer is entitled to this amount of money, and 


we ought to eo it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Qhio. I will read the 
section of the act of 1850 which constituted the 


Governor of New Mexico the superintendent of 


Indian Affairs. It is this: 

* The executive power in and over said Territory of New 
Mexico shall be vested in a Governor who shall hold his 
otlice for four years, and until his successor shall be appoint. 
ed and qualified, unless sooner removed by the President 
of the United States ; that the Governor shall reside withiy 
said Territory ; shall be commander-in-chief of the militia 
thereof; shall perform the duties and receive the emoly- 
ments of superintendent of Indian affairs ; shall approve of 
the laws passed by the Legislative Assembiy, betore they 
shall take effect,” &c. . 


Gentlemen will see that there is a provision by 
which the Governor shall receive $3,000 a year 
as Governor, and also a provision—the act of 
1850—by which-he shall receive the emoluments 
of superintendent of Indian affairs. Those are 
the provisions, and this is a deficiency. The 
letter which I read from the Secretary of the 
Treasury calls for $2,929 35, which includes the 
$1,000 salary as superintendent of Indian affairs 
for the Gucal your ending June 30, 1857. When 
the regular appropriation bills for that year shall 
come before the committee, the question as to the 
allowance of this $1,000 will, of course, be con- 
sidered; and perhaps, also, the question of the 
propriety of providing the remedy which the gen- 
tleman from Alabama suggests. I have not yet 
examined that subject; but the position which 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ead now 
takes is — right. We cannot remedy the 
law here. ‘The present state of legislation is, that 
he shall have the salary asked for; and I there- 
fore hope the provision will not be stricken out. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It certainly never 
was the intention of Congress to increase the 
salary of the Governor of New Mexico, as Gov- 
ernor proper, from $1,500 to $3,000, by the act 
of 1854. I do not think, sir, that a fair construc- 
tion of the two acts will entitle the Governor, 
acting as superintendent of Indian affairs in New 
Mexico, to a salary of $4,000. By the act of 
1850—the organic act of the Territory of New 
Mexico—it is provided that the Governor shall 
also be the superintendent of Indian affairs in 
that Territory; that he shall receive $1,500 per 
year as Governor, and $1,000 as superintendent 
of Indian affairs—making his whole salary $2,500. 
Then, by the act of 1854—an act increasing, [ 
believe, the salaries of the Governors of Oregon, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Minnesota—it is pro- 
vided that the salary of the Governor of New 
Mexico shall be $3,000 a year. It does seem to 
me that this is the fair and legitimate construction. 
There is in fact but one office, if one man performs 
the duties of both positions; and the first law, that 
of 1850, divided the compensation, and prescribed 
that $1,500 of it shall be the compensation for his 
services as Governor, and $1, the compensa- 


| tion for his services as superintendent of Indian 


affairs. The act of 1854, increasing the salary, 
merely says that the salary of the Governor of 
New Mexico shall be $3,000. I think it is clear 
and palpable that it was the intention of Congress, 
at the time that act was passed, to give to that 
officer $3,000 instead of $2,500, and not to increase 
his salary to $4,000. Such a result was not In 
the contemplation of anybody; and I think that 


Sy a 


ee 


Ce ee 


— tia = | So SS” —t 


SS lr ll 





ise 


~—~ oOo" 


@ 


n 


eo 


it 


oe 


~ *@ @ 


Ul 


ny 


Air RAS aio Sao 


1856. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


- 585 





the law last passed will not bear a construction 
by which he shall receive $4,000. ; 

“Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The item reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means does not 
aiall involve the question as to whether the law 
ought to have required this appropriation to be 
made. The sole duty of the committee was, to 
report the items provided for by existing laws. 
The argument on the other side is, that those 


laws ought to have provided nny: If we 
are confined to a simple construction of the laws 


as they exist upon the statute-book, | submit that 
there is no ground for a legal difference about the 
operation of the law. It is usual to provide that 


the same individual shall perform the duties of | 


two several offices; and of course he is entitled to 
the compensation of the two offices. But we have 


here not an inference of that kind, but an express | 


provision of law giving him two kinds of com- 


ensation. The section of the act of 1850 says, | 


that he shall be the commander-in-chief of the 
militia, and shall perform the duties and receive 
the emoluments of the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs. Well, surely, that confers upon him the 
office, and expressly confers upon him the emol- 
uments of the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, entirely irrespective of any other office he 
may hold. 

We have then a subsequent act—that of 1854— 
which treats this person in his capacity of Gov- 
ernor, and not at all as Superintendent of Indian 


affairs. The law of 1854, carefully discriminating || 


between the compensation of the two offices, 


says he shall receive a salary as Governor of New | 
Mexico, and that the same “is hereby increased | 


tothe sum of $3,000.” If we are dealing with 


law, we must interpret it according to legal rules | 


of construction. 
New Mexico is not the emoluments of the office of 
the superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Asto the suggestion of the honorable gentleman 


from Alabama, that there should be a proviso in- || 


serted in this bill, giving a construction to this 
appropriation, 1 submit, most respectfully, that 


that is not an appropriate amendment to the sub- | 


ject-matter of this bill. Weare not now dealing 
with what should be the law; we are merely pay- 
ing debts now binding on the United States. t 

will be not even a fit subject for an amendment to 
any other general appropriation bill hereafter; 
though there may be appropriately inserted, in a 
special bill providing for the salaries of Governors 
of Territories, a proviso, that when to that office 
is annexed the office of superintendent of Indian 


affairs, the emoluments of the latter office shall | 
not be added to the salary of the Governor, and | 


that he shall receive nothing in addition to his 
salary as Governor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [should Wke the gentleman 
from Maryland, or the chairman of the Commit- 
‘ee of Ways and Means, to turn to the law, and 
read it to the committee, which says, that no 
officer shall receive two salaries if they go above 
a certain amount—$2,500, I think. 
to have that law read. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


reference to the law he alludes to, J will read it | 


with pleasure. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave not got the law book 
here, but the gentleman will, perhaps, find it with- 
out trouble. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am noi aware of the existence 
of the act to which the gentleman refers; but cer- 
tainly it cannoé control the express declaration of 
a subsequent act of Congress providing a specific 
salary for an officer, and giving him likewise the 
emoluments of another office, the duties of which 
he is to discharge. Under any circumstances, it 
is €@ mere question as to the meaning of the 
statute which defines the compensation; and all 


that the committee now has todo is to pass upon | 


the propriety of the construction placed on that 
law by the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
submit, that not even has a legal argument been 
raised on the question on the other side. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I believe that the 
act referred to by the gentleman from Alabama 
was passed in 1844. 


should in no case receive a greater compensation 
than the compensation attached to one office—he 
choosing the best one. And I know further, sir, 
that in some instances, where payments toa large 


The salary of the Governor of | 


hat | 


IT would like | 


If the gentleman will give me a | 


know that the doctrine | 
as been generally held, that in all cases where | 
an officer performs the duties of two offices he | 


i ae 


/amount were made by way of compensation to 
| an officer performing the duties of two offices, 
|| Suits were instituted by direction of the Secretary 
| of the Treasury, and the money recovered back. 
Mr. CADWALADER.,. I confess, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I do not consider the argument of the 
gentleman from Missouri, or the gentleman from 
Maryland, either anticipated or subsequently an- 
|| swered. The question is not what may have 
_been a general provision of a prior statute, be- 
cause the language of the statute now in question 
is explicit and clear. Nor, again, is the question 
as to what particular members of this House, or 
of the Senate, or as to what all of the members 
may have mentally intended. The question is 
the effect and meaning of the words which have 
|| been used. And if language can be clearer than 
the language of this act, used, I think, without 
sound judgment, ‘se words of which expressly 
require the payment of these double emoluments 
to the same officer—I am at a loss to conceive 
how the effect of language can in any case be 
duly attributed to it. I do not mean to discuss 
this subject further, because I think it has been 
_exhausted. All I mean to say is, that supposing 
the gentleman from Tennessee made it clear that 
| the House in passing that act meant something 
| 


| different from that expressed, and supposing that 
|| the member from Maine was right in conceiving 
| this to be an exception to the general course of 
|| legislation, still it is a case in which, as the gen- 


gentleman from Maryland, {[Mr. Davis,] have 
shown, an exceptional effect will be given to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will read the law to which 
I called attention a few moments ago. It is an 
|| amendment of a law which had been passed some 
| few years before. Here is a section of this law, 
|approved 3lst August, 1852: 

‘And be it further enacted, That no person hereafter who 
holds or shall hold any office under the Government of the 
United States, whose salary or annual compensation shall 


amount to the suin of $2,500, shall receive compensation 
for discharging the duties of any other office.”’ 


|| tleman from Missouri, (Mr. Pueves,] and the 
| 


'| Mr. CAMPBELL. What is the date of that 
|| act? 

| Mr. HOUSTON. It is dated August 31, 1852, 
|| and is express and clear, covering the point in 
'| controversy here. But gentlemen say that, even 
|| admitting that this law exists, the other is law, 
| too. 
'| The compensation proposed to be given to the 
Governor of New Mexico is one of construction. 
The Committee of Ways and Means construe 


| superintendent of Indian affairs, as continuing in 
| force and untouched, notwithstanding that his 
salary is quite doubled by the act of July, 1854. 
| Now, sir, what did Congress intend by this? The 
law which I have quoted was an existing law at 
| the time that Governor Meriwether’s salary was 
| increased to $3,000; and if he was entitled—as 
he was entitled before that—to his salary as Gov- 
|| ernor and as superintendent of Indian atfairs, for 


\| which he obtained from the Government $2,500 
|| per year, still,as soon as his salary was raised to 


|| 1852, which provides that no officer shall receive 


'| ing the duties of any other office. 

| Will my friend from Virginia read the law 
| under which this compensation is claimed? 

Mr. LETCHER. You will find it there; it is 
| the act of 1854. Here is the act to which it is 
| amendatory, providing that the executive power 
and authority in and over said Territory of New 
| Mexico shall be vested in a Governor, who shall 
hold his office for four years, and until his suc- 
| cessor is appointed and qualified, unless sooner 
removed by the President of the United States; 
that the Governor shall reside within the said Ter- 
ritory; shall be commander-in-chief of the militia 
| thereof; and shal! perform the duties and receive 
| the emoluments of the superintendent of Indian 
| affairs. 
| 
} 
| 
| 








Mr. HOUSTON. The law of 1854, under 
which this deficiency bill proposes to appropriate 
|| this item, says this: 
|| _ And that the salary of the Governor of New Mexico be, 


] It does not speak of his emoluments, or of an 
|| compensation to be given to him as superintend- 


any additional salary (above $2,500) for perform- | 


’ 


the law in which he is required to perform, in | 
addition to his duties as Governor, the duties of | 


$3,000, he fell within the provisions of the law of | 


et 





ent of Indian affairs; but it simply increases his 
salary from $1,500 to $3,000. And if under no 
other ¢ircumstances—if under no other aspect of 
the case he should be precluded from the a »pro- 
priation now siaiend to be paid, tart. - he 
ought to be precluded by the law of 1852, which 
says that, whenever the salary of an officer.is equal 
to $2,500, he shall not have any additional com- 
pensation. That law is dated July, 1854; this 
one is dated August, 1852. No membe of the 
Committee of Ways and. Means, and no.member 
of the last Congress, will get up and say that he 
believed Congress intended to appropriate this 
money. On the contrary, this constrpction is 
one merely given by a Department, directly in 
the face of the spirit of the leaielations or, if con- 
sistent with the legislation, certainly in he face 
of the intention of Congress at the time the act 
was passed. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman misappyehends 
the construction which I gave to the law. The 
declaration I made was, that at the time ihe act 
of the 27th of June, 1854, was passed, intreasing 
the salaries of the territorial officers, L ‘did not 
believe it was the intention of Congress that the 
Governor of New Mexico should receive his 
salary as Governor and that of superintendent of 
ludian affairs in addition, making an aggregate 
of $4,000 per annum; but that such a construc- 
tion was not incompatible with the phraseology 
of the law. 

Mr. LETCHER. I differ in opinion with both 
my friend from Missouri and my friend from Al- 
abama. Ido not believe that Congress cared a 


| copper whether they gave these officers three, 


four, or five thousand dollars. Thatis my opin- 
ion. It went through here like a good many other 


| propositions to increase salaries—like one which 


gave $20,000 to the public printer. Members did 
not look into the matter. They acted merely 


| from such considerations as were presented at 


| tendent of 
Now, sir, there is a mistake about this. | made in the third section of the act of 1850. 


| 1854 an act was passed, giving the Governor of 


the time, and never looked to the effects of their 
votes. 

Sir, I dissent from my friend from Alabama 
altogether in his mode of construing this law. 


| Here is the act of 1850, which declares that the 
Governor of New Mexico shall receive, in addi- 


tion to his salary as Governor, an additional 
compensation of $1,000 per annum as superin- 
indian affairs. That provision is 


In 


| this Territory a specific salary, as Governor, of 
$3,000 per annum, without alluding in any way 


to his connection with the office of superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs in the ‘Territory. Now, if 
the object of the act had been to deprive him of 
the compensation which he enjoyed as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs under the act of 1850, 
would it not have so stated in express terms? 

Mr. DUNN. Will my friend from Virginia 
allow me to make an inquiry? Il want to know 
whether the amount proposed in this bill is in 
addition to the $3,000 per annum allowed him as 
Governor by the law of 1854? 

Mr. LETCHER. It is to make up the differ- 
ence between the increased salary allowed himas 
Governor under the act of 1854, and that allowed 
him as Governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs under the act of 1850. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This isan appropriation, in 


| addition to the $3,000 a year, for his services as 


law. 
The case stands thus: The 


Governor, allowed b 


Mr. LETCHER. 


| Governor of this Territory received a specifed 


sum as superintendent of Indian affairs, and he 
received a certain sum as Governor. In 1854 his 


| salary as Governor was increased to $3,000, 
| without taking away what he received as super~- 


| from receiving more than one salary. 


intendent of Indian affairs. If you will add what 
he is entitled to receive under the third section of 
the act of 1850, and what he is entitled to receive 
under the act of 1854, you will make the exact 
difference between what he has received by former 
appropriation and the amount here provided for. 
That is the state of the case. 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Steruens] says 
that be the actof 1852 these officers are prohibited 
ery well. 
If they are prohibited from receiving more than 
one salary, does the gentleman undertake to say 
that an act passed two years after that, which 
gives him this nami compensation as Gov- 
ernor, was intended to deprive him of his com- 
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pensation under that prior law as superintendent 
of Indian affairs? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The act of 1854 brings it 
within the operation of that law. aes 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; it does not bring it 
within the operation of that law. If it had, it 
would have said so. This subsequent act con- 
trols the prior acts upon the same subject. That 
is the rule of construction that must be given in 
all eases. You must see how far there is consist- 
enecy or inconsistency between all the acts upon 
this subject; and if there is inconsistency between 
this last uct and the other acts, the last overrides 
the former acts with which it is in conflict. It 
seems to me that, undera fair construction of these 
acts, thisumountisduehim. Whetherit is right 
that it should have been allowed by law, is another 
matter. When the proposition was made to in- 
crease his salary, I voted against it, but I did not 
stand with a very strong party. I have never 
found a strong party to vote against such things 
upon this floor Ip past sessions of Congress. ~ 

Mr. DUNN. If 1 understand the nature of 
this controversy, it does not occur to me that 
there is any want of harmony in these statutes; 
neither does it strike me that the Governor of 
New Mexico is entitled to this additional sum. 
The rule of construction which would be adopted 
in the courts, and which we ought to regard here, 
is, that if we can construe the several statutes in 
harmony with each other, so that all may stand, 
we must do it. 

In 1850, then—taking the statutes in their order 
of time—a law was passed organizing the terri- 
torial government of New Mexico, and, under 
that law, it devolved upon the Governor to per- 





— 





‘| right and proper that we should say what the 


form the duties of superintendent of Indian affairs. | 


For his salary as Governor so much was given, 
and for his salary as superintendent of Indian 
affairs another sum was given; in all, I believe, 
making $2,500. Gentlemen will bear in mind 
that was in 1850. 

In 1852, an act was passed to the effect that 
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| to be $4,000. 


| is in order, and I ask the Chair to decide the 


whenever, thereafter, the salary of any officer || 


should be as much as $2,500, he should receive 
no additional compensation from the Government 
for any other duties that might be imposed upon 
or performed by him in the public service. That, 
I understand from gentlemen, is the substance of 
that act. 


'| his 


| 


j 


| 


| 
| 


If the salary which the Governor of New Mex- | 


ico had been receiving had then been $3,000, or 
but $2,500, he would have been entitled to receive 
nothing in addition as superintendent of Indian 
affairs, the object of the act of 1852 being to cover 
precisely er cases as this; and the act is also 
made to apply to all cases thereafter. As [L under- 
stand it, he was then receiving a compensation, as 
Governor, less than $2,500—only $1,500. A sub- 
sequent act, however, was passed, extending it 
beyond that sum, increasing his salary as Gov- 
ernor to $3,000. Sir, there is no conflict, so far 
as I see, between the different acts. 

How, then, stands the case ? When his salary 
as Governor is raised to $3,000, he stands just 
where he would have stood if, in 1852, his salary 
as Governor had been $2,500; his compensation 
as superintendent of Indian affairs was cut off 
by that act of 1852. When his salary as Gov- 
ernor was raised to $3,000 in 1854, that act of 
1852 was in force—saying that, thereafter, when- 
ever the salaries of these Governors were as rauch 
as $2,500, they should Lave no additional com- | 
pensation for any other duties they might dis- | 
charge in obedience to the law they were charged 
with administering. All of these acts can thus 
stand together, and there is no want of harmony 
between them, viewed in this light; and there is 
no difliculty arises by taking this construction, 
so faras IT see. The act of 1852 is simply a lim- 
itation on the other two acts, so as to prevent 
double compensation for services one person was 
required, as a public officer, to perform. 

court, I think, would give the acts this con- 


'| Governor of the Territory of New Mexico first 


| tion to strike out will not prevail. 


| with me a brief which, thus far, I have not Had | 


| before. 


| this item, instead of being stricken out, be passed 
over until the bill is gone through with. 


struction; and, if so, we should. The proper | 


method of construing these acts is not by looking | 
at what any member of Congress then said, nor | 
at what such member now says he then intended, 
but at the acts themselves—at what Congress in 
its legislative capacity has said. One of these 


acts provides that his salary as Governor shall 


be $3,000, and another act provides that if his 


nothing in addition as superintendent of Indian | 


| case. 





the whole matter, and is all I wish to say. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Alabama move to strike out the clause? | 
Mr. HOUSTON. Ido. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before that ques- | 
tion is put, I will move to insert, at the end of the | 


. * | 
paragraph, the following proviso: 


Prorided, That from and after the passage of this act the 
salary and compensation of the Governor and superinten- | 
dent of Indian affairs shall be 33,000, any law to the con- | 
trary notwithetanding. | 

| 
' 


Mr. HOUSTON. I will suggest that possibly 
the Department may get hold of that, and so con- | 


strue it as to give him $6,000. {Laughter.] Such || 
a construction weuld be as fair as the one now || 


given. 

Mr. JONES. I do not see how any one could | 
make any such construction. | 

Mr. DUNN. I think the law is clear enough | 
on that point. Yet, if it is not, this is a proposi- | 
tion to fix the salary by a general law in a defi- | 
ciency appropriation bill. [t is out of place, and | 
had better be done in a more regular way. 

Mr. JONES. It may not be strictly in order; | 
still, I have followed the example of the commit: | 
tee who reported the bill. 
general legislation in it. 
there are any gentlemen here who think that | 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico ought 
If we do not get this provision in 
here, we may not get it in anywhere else. If it is 


They have reported | 


salary should be,—everybody seems to agree that 
Congress never intended it should be more than 
$3,000,—why not make the provision here? Why 
not now give the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the proper accounting officers the true construc- 
tion of the law ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Indiana raise the question of order? 


Mr. DUNN. Ido not think the amendment | 





point. ; : 
Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman will waive 
point of order. 


Mr. HOUSTON. This is an extraordinary | 
Mr. DUNN. 


order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will prevail. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Lhope that the mo- 


I am awk- 
wardly situated in reference to this matter. The 


I will not press the question of 


brought the subject to my attention. He left 
any eee, 
ne 


of looking into, which I prom- 
ised todo. I 


ive not thought to look into it 
Gentlemen can reach this matter as well 
in the House as in the committee. It is three 
o’clock, and if the committee will rise, I shall 
take it as an especial favor. I move that the | 
committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the committee | 
refused to rise. 

Mr.H. MARSHALL. Ifthe chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means does not expect 
to report the bill to the House to-day, I ask that 





The CHAIRMAN. That may be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman will accom- 
lish nothing by it. If he is going to leave the 
ill in committee, we might as well rise now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Let us get through 
as far as we ¢an. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have not a quorum 
present; and I do not think the bill can be got 
through to-night. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If we cannot get a quorum 
at this stage of the session, on a Snatiney bill, 
what are we to expect by next September! 

The paragraph indicated was passed ever, and 
the Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

When the following clause was read; 


“To compensate the clerk of the United States district | 
court for the State of Connecticut, tor making certified copies | 


' the | of all copyrights recorded in his office, between January, 
salary is up to the limit of $2,500, he shall receive |, 


1846, and February, 1852, g90 25.""— | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: | would in- 


I do not suppose that || 
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affairs. That I take to be clearly the meaning of | 





| 
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quire of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means why that item is placed in the bij} 
and for what purpose those copyrights were 
copied? It may be customary to pay for such 
copies, but that cannot be a deficiency. If this is 
to be the entering wedge to a system of paying a 
compensation to the clerks of all the district courts 
of the United States, for making copies of the 
copyrights filed in their respective offices, there 
will be no end to such applications for compensa. 
tion. 

Mr. HAVEN. What were the copies made for? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Secretary of 
State says, in his communication, that this item 
is to pay Alfred Blackman, clerk of the Uniteq 





| States district court for the State of Connecticut, 


for making certified copies of all copyrights re. 
corded in his office between January, 1846, and 
February, 1852. 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman what 
the copies were made for? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand they were 
made for the use of the Department of State, 

Mr. JONES. It is a new item. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has there been any appro- 
priation for that kind of expense for this current 

ear? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then this cannot be a de- 
ficiency. 

Mr. JONES. If it is a contingent expense, it 
should be so stated. I expect, if we pass this 
item, we shall have to pay every clerk of every 
district court of the United States for making 
similar copies, and that, too, without knowing 
what use is made of them. I move to strike out 
the whole item. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill having been read through, the question 
recurred upon the following item, which was 
passed over informally by unanimous consent: 

‘* For increased salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 





per act of July 27, 1854, $1,929 35.” 

Mr. LETCHER. This Governor of New 
Mexico is not the only Governor whose salary 
was increased a year ago. I believe the Gov- 
ernors of the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington each receive $3,000 a year for attending 
to their duties as Governors; and I think, if you 
will examine the matter, you will find that the 
superintendent of Indian affairs in each of those 
Territories receives $2,500 a year for attending 
to the duties of that department alone—making 
$5,500 paid, in each of those two Territories, to 
the Governor and superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) If the gen- 
tleman will allow,me, I will say that the chairman 
of the Committée of Ways and Means seems 
anxious to get the bill through the committee this 
evening; and as this item has been hanging along 
for years, I think it will not hurt by hanging along 
a little longer. Let this item be stri¢ken out, and 
in the mean time members can examine it, As 
it stands now, those of us who entertain the 
opinion which I do in reference to it, will be com- 
eps to resist it, and if we do, we cannot get the 

ill through the committee to-day. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no objection to an 
arrangement of that sort, in order to enable us to 
get through with the bill. I should never have 
agreed to put it into the bill, unless I thought the 
law justified us in placing it there. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I would suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,]} 
who seems to consider the success of his motion 
to be a foregone conclusion, that he should allow 
this item to pass the committee and let it go into 
the House, and when it gets into the House he 
can move to strike it out. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is wrong in 
his suggestion, even to accomplish his own object. 
If we agree to let it be stricken out in the com- 
mittee, it will necessarily come up in the House, 
upon a vote whether we will agree with the action 
of the committee. If we do not strike it out here, 
it will be out of our power to act upon it at all in 
the House, as the previous question will be moved 
upon the whole bill and amendments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will give gentle- 
men an opportunity to move to strike it out in 
the House. 

Mr.JONES. The question is getting consider- 
ably complicated. If the committee now strikes 
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ic Jost, and it will never be apt to the House; 

and consequently there will be no legislation 

establishing what the correct construction of the 

jaw is, or what shell be the future rate of com- 
nsation of this officer. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Ido not see the 
use of striking out the item for the purpose of 
inserting it again. I listened with great care to 
the argument of my friend from Indiana, {Mr. 
Dunn.] It struck my mind very forcibly, until 
[recurred to the wording of the act referred to 
by the gentleman from Alabama. My opinion 


remains the same as expressed in the first instance. | 


The section says that 


«No person hereafter holding any office under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, whose salary or annual com- 
ensation shall amount to the sum of twenty-five hundred 


duties of any other office.” 


| submit, sir, that that scarcely relates to a case 
like this now under consideration. It relates, I 
presume, to the case where the same individual 
is appointed by the Executive to hold two sepa- 
rate offices which have not been combined by 
law, and where he would take the compensation 
affixed to the two separate offices. In that case 
the argument of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Dunn] would be entirely irrefutable. But 
ie case now under consideration is that where 
the duties of the two offices, together with the 
salaries belonging tothem, have been blended by 
act of Congress. It has no analogy to the case 
of one man being permitted by the Executive to 
hold two separate offices. Here there isa distinct 
declaration that the duties of the Governor, desig- 


nated by the name of Governor, and the duties | 


of the superintendent of Indian affairs, designated 
by the name of superintendent of Indian affairs, 
shall be blended in this ohe man, who, because 
he is appointed Governor, shall hold the office 
and discharge the duties usually attendant on the 
office of superintendent of Indian affairs. And then, 
to do away with all room for doubt, and to show 
that where he performed the double duties he was 
not to be restricted to the compensation of but the 


one office, the act fixes the salary of Governor | 


at $3,000, and says that he shall receive the com- 

ensation of the superintendent of Indian affairs. 

believe that the argument is absolutely irrefuta- 
ble. If these were two separate offices, not blended 
by law, and if the party were appointed under 
two separate commissions, or if the incumbent 
of the one office were appointed by the Execu- 
tive to discharge, even temporarily, the duties of 
the other, then the act of 1852 would of course 
apply. But that act has no sort of application to 
the case now under consideration, where two 
offices are blendedin one. I submit that the item 
ought not to be stricken out, and that the proviso 
should not be inserted, as proposed by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. HAVEN. The argument of my friend is 
that it is a blended office, and but the one office, 


for the purpose of discharging the duty, and a | 


divided office, not blended, but two offices, for the 
purpose of receiving the pay. [Laughter.] 
Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; my argument is pre- 
cisely this: The act of Congress does neither 
more nor less than define the aggregate duties 
imposed upon this individual, by referring to him 
the double duties of both offices—that of Gov- 
ernor and superintendent of Indian affairs. There 
are laws whicledefine the duties which the super- 


intendent of Indian affairs shall discharge; there | 
are also laws which define the duties of the Gov- | 
ernor. The duties of this one person, on whom | 
are devolved both offices, are merely defined by | 


describing the two capacities in which he acts. 
The language in which this is expressed is to the 
effect that the person who, as Governor, shall 


dian s shall receive the compensation of the 
One office as well as the pay of the other. I 


submit, that he could not receive the compensa- | 
tion of the superintendent of Indian affairs if he | 
did not discharge the duties of that office; and, | 
conversely, that if he is required to discharge the | 
duties, he is entitled to receive the compensation. | 


My argument is, that the law of 1852 has no rela- 
tion to a case of this kind, which is the blending 
of the duties of two offices in one person, but 
that it relates to the case of one individual who 
is appointed by the Executive to huld two 
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out the clause, the proviso I have offered, of course, | 


| to Indians. 
| extra compensation for the performance of these 
| double duties, but he performs them for the 
| amount received from his regular salary. 
| of this kind have come under my own observa- | 
| tion on this very question, and anterior to the 
| passage of this law. 


| ernor, should receive $1,500; and it devolved - 


|| compensation. 
ever—that it was the blending of two offices into | 





| both these duties. 


| principle. 





a the duties of the superintendent of In- | 
air 


of two offices are blended by act of Congress, or 
whether it does not relat solely to the case of a 


| person appointed to hold separate offices, those 


offices being separated by law? 
Mr. BRENTON. It appears clear to me that 
the law of 1852, which has been referred to, was 


| designed to cover cases such as described by the 
| gentleman from Maryland, where the individual 


receiving an appointment may afterwards be di- 


| rected by the appointing power to perform the 
| duties of another office; and was not designed to 


meet this case. Take, for instance, the receiver 
of public moneys, holding his office by appoint- 


| ment from the President, with a regular and fixed 


| salary. 
dollars, shall reeeive compensation for discharging the || 


Many instances occur where that re- 
ceiver of public moneys is required to disburse 
the publie funds and pay out money, particularly 
In that case, he is not allowed any 


It will be recollected that, at the time of the 


| passage of the law of 1852, cases of this kind 
| came up;and it was for the purpose of remedying 
| these cases that the law was passed—not for tlie 


soe cme of interfering with cases where Congress 
rad by law conferred two offices upon the same 


| individual. To my mind, the case is clear enough. 


Mr. DUNN. If my friend from Maryland will 
give me his attention a moment, I think I can 
show him where his argument would lead. By 


| the act of 1850 organizing this Territory, it was 


provided that the Governor, for his duties as Gov- 


him also the duties of superintendent of Indian 


| affairs within the Territory, for the discharge of 


which duties he was to receive $1,000. Thus, for 
discharging the duties of the two situations, he 
was to get $2,500 per year. Now, my friend 
says, that that is the blending of two offices into 
one, but there was a separation, certainly, in the 
I take him at his word, how- 


one; and that for discharging the duties of super- 


|| intendent of Indian affairs, by virtue of his office 
| as Governor, his compensation was in 1854 in- 
_ creased to $3,000. That was $500 more than had 
| been allowed him before that for the discharge of || 
If the gentleman’s argument | 


should prove anything, it would prove that when 


of all the duties which, by law, devolved upon 


legislative department contemplated that salary 


| as a complete compensation for allhis duties, of 


whatever kind, is shown as before said, by the 
act of 1852. 


Mr. DAVIS. Allow me to suggest that it was || 
| the same as the ordinary mode of Copepenmnning 
1 


the marshals of the United States. Their com- 
pensation is composed of certain fees and emolu- 
ments of office, together with a salary of a defi- 
nite sum; and the bill of 1854 provides for the 
Governor of New Mexico on exactly the same 
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| separate offices which are not blended by actof || The superintendence of Indian affairs was, and 


| Congress. I submit, that the question is, whether 
| the law of 1852 relates to acase where the duties 
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is well understood to be, a distinct office—in the 
language of the act of 1852 ‘“* another office’’— 
from that of Governor. It was so treated by the 
act of ]850, (referred to,) but for convenience sake 
the duties of both offices are sometimes, as was 
the case then, devolved on the same person. At 
first, the gubernatorial salary was but $1,500, and 


| there was reason for an additional compensation 


Cases | 


|| a compensation was given to him for the discharge | 


| him as Governor, that fact of itself would ex- || 
| clude all pretense for further compensation. That 
| compensation was fixed at $3,000; and that the 


It provides that the salary of the Gov- | 


ernor shall be $3,000, and that he shall likewise | 


receive the emoluments of the office of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs—exactly analogous to 
the case of the marshal receiving the fees of office, 
in addition to his salary. 


Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman will allow me 


to have the act of 1852 read, he will perceive that || 


Congress intended to provide for just such a class | 


of cases as is here presented. 
provides— 
“That no person hereafter who holds or shall hold any of- 


fice under the Government of the United States, whose sal- 
ary or whose annual compensatio## shall amount t9 $2,500, 


shall receive compensation for discharging the duties of any | 


other office.”’ 


What is the only reasonable construction to be 
placed upon this phraseology? Is it not that, 


he act of 1852 | 


when the salary of the Governor is raised to $2,500, | 


|| for his gubernatorial services, he shall receive 
‘| nothing in addition for his services as superin- 
‘| tendent of Indian affairs? 


| salary, as Governor, was raised to $3,000. 


for the duties of the other office. But now the 
gubernatorial salary is $3,000, and the duties are 
not increased which were before imposed. The 
compensation being beyond $2,500 to the Gov- 
ernor, he is by the express language of the act 
cut off from ‘* compensation for discharging the 
duties of any other office’—from the office of 
superintendent of Indian affairs. 

The ease put by the gentleman, of the United 
States asus is notin point. The fees and 
salary he speaks of are a compensation for dis- 
charging the duties of the office of marshal—of 
one office alone—and of course the case is not 
within the act of 1852. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not think this 
case presents as great difficulties, even after the 
elaboration of my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Dunn,] ds gentlemen seem to imagine. I think 
the gentleman from Indiana, as a lawyer, must 
agree with me, that he has introduced a new 
rule of construction into this forum, to ascertain 
whether a law has been repealed or not. His argu- 
mentamounts tothis: that the act of 1854, increas- 
ing the salary of the*"Governor of New Mexico to 
$3,000, repealed the act of 1850, by virtue of the 
reading which he gives to the act of 1854, by the 
light of the act of 1852. That is exactly what it 
amountsto. The letter of the act of 1854 increases 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico to 
$3,000; but the argument of the gentleman from 
Indiana is that, the moment the salary of the Gov- 
ernor was increased to $3,000, he could no longer 
exereise the duties of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, because of the act of 1852. ‘That is his 
proposition. 

Now, sir, the act of 1850 provides that the Gov- 
ernor shall receive a salary of $1,000 a year as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. In 1854 his 
The 
only question, then, for us to determine is whether 
these two acts, taken together, give him a salary 
of $4,000 or not? 

To escape the payment of this $1,000 a year, 


| the gentleman from Indiana puts in the act of 


1852, and says, that, although the Governor of 
New Mexico, by the act of 1850, was to receive 
$1,000 per annum for his services as superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs; yet when his salary was in- 


| creased to $3,000, the act of 1850, in so far as it 


| 1852. 


related to his case, was repealed by the act of 
I say that the gentleman from Indiana, 


| with all his practice at the bar, with all his oe. 
| tice in the law, cannot show me a single rule of 
| construction by which the repeal of a law could 


be ciphered out by any such arithmetic. He says 


| that the law of 1850 1s repealed by the operation 


of the law of 1852 upon that of 1854. 

Mr. DUNN. I have not said the act was re- 
pealed. On the contrary, my position was, that 
the acts, all taken together, were in perfect har- 


|}mony. The act of 1852 only imposes a limita- 


|| of $3,000 per annum, as Governor. 


tion as to the amount of compensation to be re- 
ceived for the discharge of the duties of more than 
one office. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the gentle- 
man. My point is this: By the act of 1554 the 
Governor of New Mexico is to receive 4 salar 
By the act of 
1850 he is to receive $1,000 per annum as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. You say that, when his 
salary was increased to $3,000 per annum by the 
actof 1854, he forfeits the $1,000 he was to receive 
under the act of 1850. Why? I want to know 


| why these acts are not to be taken separately, 


putting his salary up to $4,000? I say that is 


| the construction to be placed upon it, rather than 


that the law of 1854 should be construed by the 
light of the law of 1852. Suppose that you were 
to take these two acts of 1850 and 1854 into your 
hands, and as a lawyer to construe them, what 
would you say? Why, that the act of 1854 gave 
him $3,000, and that the act of 1850 gave him 


|| $1,000 in addition, as superintendent of Indian 
|| affairs, making him entitled to receive an aggre- 
|| gate salary of $4,000. You sny he is not entitled 
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to receive over a 
why? You say, because there was an act passed 
in 1852, providing that, whenever a man’s salary 
went up as high as $2,500, he should receive no 
additional compensation for discharging the du- 
ties of any other office. I wish to know what 
application can be made of that act, in the con- 
struction of these two independent acts? I say | 
that the act of 1850 and the act of 1854 are to be 
taken as independent acts. When gentlemen | 
attempt refinement upon the decisions of Elisha 
Whittlesey, they will find that they have become 
somewhat hypercritical. When this claim had 

assed Elisha Whittlesey, I think that it might 
bape gone through in this deficiency bill without 
discussion. Although the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is ingenious, I do not believe 
you will find a rule, established by any court in | 
the United States or in the world, that sustains 
such a principle of construction. I have never 
heard that, in the construction of a law upon its 
face, other laws may be brought in so as that the 
three must be read together to ascertain the effect 
that the last act of the legislative power would 
roduce upon the first act of the legislative power. 
Chis act of 1852, according to the gentleman from 
Indiana, isa sort of lantern by which he throws 
light upon the law of 1854. 

I agree with the gentleman from Maryland that 
the act of 1852 has no application to a case like 
this, where the law has devolved the duty of Gov- 
ernor and the duty of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs on the same person, and said he shall 
receive so much as Governor, and so much as 
superintendent. It was made to meet acase where | 
a man in office is called on to discharge the duties | 
of another office, and who comes to Congress, and 
asks additional compensation for the temporary 
discharge of the duties of the second office. But 
where the law itself combines the two offices, re- | 
quires the one man to discharge the duties of both | 
offices, and says that he shall receive so much as | 
Governor, hola much as superintendent of In- | 
dian affairs, and a subsequent act increases his | 
compensation as Governor, I say that he has the | 
right to demand the salary fixed for the superin- | 
tendency of Indian affairs in addition to the in- | 
creased salary for discharging the duties of Gov- | 
ernor. His salary is $4,009. It so stands on 
the face of the law; and Congress, to avoid its 
payment,and get rid of the act of 1850, will have | 
to apply a rule of forced legal construction. 

Mr. PAINE. I agree with the honorable gen- 
tleman from Indiana in relation to this matter. 
i think the act of 1854 merely brings this case | 
within the act of 1852. Unless it be so, all offices 
created prior to the act of 1852, the salary of 
which did not amount to $2,500, cannot be reached | 
by the act of 1852, and it must refer to offices | 
created since; for, according to the argument 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, it matters not || 
how much we may increase the salaries of offices 
created prior to the act of 1852, after the passage 
of that act, the act has no effect. But the act of 
1854 simply brings the act of 1852 to operate on 
this case. I think the case is a plain one, and 
requires no elaborate argument. The law is plain: | 
a distinctly and emphatically, that any 
ofhicer who shall receive acompensation amounting | 
to $2,500 shall not be compensated for discharging | 


ee 
,000 per annum. I ask you | 


| tendent of Indian af_lairs. 











Mexico? Under the law, there is a Governor 
there; but is there a superintendent of Indian 
affairs, if their construction be right? The law of 
1850 provides both for a Governor and a superin- 
If the construction be, 


| then, as the gentleman represents, let me put 





duties attached to any other office. The law is | 
conclusive. The only question we need ask is, | 
does this officer receive a compensation amounting 
to $2,500? If he does, then he comes within the || 
provision of the act of 1852, which forbids him | 
to receive any further compensation for the dis- || 
charge of any further duty. 
Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me, with due 
deference to my friends from North Carolina and | 
Indiana, that this is not so plain a case as they | 
would have us believe. The gentleman from | 
Indiana {[Mr. Dunn] said that the law of 1850. 
recognized a Governor and superintendent of | 
Indian affairs for New Mexico—that it provided || 
that the salary of the Governor should be $1,500, | 
and the salary of the superintendent $1,000. The | 
act of 1854 provides this—and this alone—that | 
the salary of the Governor of New Mexico, | 
instead of $1,500, as fixed by the law of 1850, | 
shall be $3,000. It does not say a word about the 
superintendency of Indian affairs. Now, I put | 
it to my friends from North Carolina and Indiana | 





to say, whether there is an officer who is known 
as the superintendent of Indian affairs in New 


| made a statute. 


| another question to him: under the law of 1854, 


is the presént Governor of the Territory of New 
Mexico bound to perform the duties of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs? If he is not to receive 
the compensation of $1,000, which the law of 


1850 gave him for that service—if the law of 1854 | 


is silent in regard to this compensation for the 


| superintendency of Indian affairs, and says only 
that he shall have $3,000 as Governor—is he | 
bound to perform the duties of eae | 
I will give way cheerfully to hear w 

to say about it. Nobody answers. Well, I will | 


proceed with my remarks. 

Again: If the Governor is not bound to act as 
superintendent of Indian affairs, have we any 
such officer in the Territory, or have they had 
such a one since the law of 1854? There is 
another thing remarkable about this matter. It 


is the first time I have ever heard that silence in | 
| a subsequent law, in regard to an office spoken of 
| in a preceding law, repealed that preceding law. 


According to the theory of gentlemen here, the 


| act of 1854, which says not one word about the 
| superintendent of Indian affairs, because it gave 
'a salary of $3,000 in lieu of $1,500 for Governor, 


will abolish the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, or require its duties to be discharged for 
nothing. 

Mr. LANE. My understanding is, that he 
was to discharge the duties of both offices, receiv- 
ing the increased compensation as Governor, with 


the former and existing compensation as super- | 


intendent of Indian affairs. 

Mr. LETCHER. Precisely so. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce to a clause in this bill which we have 
passed. 


Mr. LETCHER. It is too late; the gentieman 
cannot go back. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. I can make whatever 


remarks I please on the bill while it is in com- 
| . 
| mittee. 


I desire to draw the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce to the 


following extraordinary provision of the bill, | 
which seems to have been passed over sub silentio. | 
I call, as well, to it the attention of members, | 


whose constituents are alike interested in its 
effect: 
“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 


| authorized to change the present system of providing relief 


for sick and disabled seamen by dismissing trom service the 
employés of the Government, leasing the marine hospitals, 


| at such points as in his judgment the public interest requires 


a change, to private individuals, city or town authorities, 
or private associations, on terms providing for the neces- 
sary attention to seamen entitled to reliet: 4nd provided 


further, That the said Secretary shall suspend all further 
| expenditures of money heretofore appropriated for the pur- 
| chase of sites and the construction of marine hospitals at | 
those points where the construction of buildings has not | 
| been commenced ; and that the said Secretary report to 


Congress annually the arrangements which he may have 
made under this proviso.’’ 


if L understand it rightly, it is an entirely new | 
system that is proposed for the as of Con- 
c 


gress. This isa provision which should have 
the fullest consideration of Congress before it is 
Yet it is brought here in an 
appropriation bill, without having been referred 
to the Committee on Commerce and a report made 
on the subject; indeed, so far as I know, without 
the presentation of a petition for the proposed 


| change, or any portion of the community knowin 


anything of 1t. Here we have presented an 
passed over, without a word of debate, a matter 
of the greatest ‘importance, involving no less than 
the letting out the support and care of sick and 
disabled seamen for all time to come. I was 
absent from the House when the subject was 
passed over; and when I came in I was astonished 
to find that a mattér of so much importance had 
been passed over without a word of debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As the gen- 
tleman from New York has referred to me, asthe 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in con- 
nection with the matter which he has called to the 
attention of the committee, I would say, that I 
had an intimation that there was a apoviso to one 
clause of the bill, in relation to the marine hos- 


1at they have | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





















February 28, 


ee 

itals. I did not see the bill until after the House 
1ad resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I then took y 
the bill, but before I had read it over I was called 
out of the Hall, and before I was able to get back 
the committee had passed by this particular clause 
if I had been in my sent, and had known of the 
extent, and, I may say, the extraordinary charac. 
ter of this proviso, I should have interposed ay 
objection, and moved to strike it out; and I now 
intend, before this subject is disposed of, to bo 
heard upon the matter contained in the proviso 
I think, with the gentleman from New York. 
that it is a most extraordinary provision, to have 
the whole system of this Government in relation 
to marine hospitals changed in this way. [It js 
most extraordinary to have everything in relation 
to this subject, which the Government, more than 
almost anything else, should care for, stricken 
down by a proviso, and without consideration 
by this Seale. Nobody, as I understand, has 
petitioned to have this change in relation to the 
marine hospitals of the country. Ido not under- 
stand that any petitions have been referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, asking that this 
extraordinary change should be made. [ do not 
pee to say that there ought not to be some 
egislation upon the subject of marine hospitals, 
I do not pretend to say that there are not abuses; 
but I do say, that this is not a proper way to 
legislate upon an important matter of this kind. 
I desire to produce some statistics—I desire to have 
some facts presented to this committee. Before 
this discussion shall be closed, and the bill passed 
upon by the committee, I shall ask to be heard, 
I am not prepared to speak now, and I shall there- 
fore move that the committee now rise, in order 
that this discussion may come up at some other 
time. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion I will renew it 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I will do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. I only wish to say that, so 
far as information upon this subject is concerned, 
the Committee of Ways and Means are perfectly 
willing to engage in a discussion upon it, when- 
ever gentlemen upon this floor choose to raise the 
question. We shall be prepared with some sta- 
tistics to show the operation of the present system 
of marine hospitals. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Virginia will yield me the floor a moment, 
I think I can satisfy this committee that this pro- 
vision of the bill is right. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I yielded the floor to 
the gentleman from Virginia, with the under- 
standing that he would renew my motion thatthe 
committee rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not going to make a speech now? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I want to get the bill out 
of the committee this evening. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is.no chance for that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not make a speech 
now; but with a view of laying before the com- 
mittee some very important information touchin 
this whole system of marine hospitals, I will call 
the attention of the committee briefly to a table 
which I hold in my hand, and which I have pre- 

red from the official documents which have 

en laid upon the desks of members. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe subject of these ma- 
rine hospitals is to be discussed, I say to my 
friend from Ohio—he being at the head of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and having ex- 
amined the subject—that it would be better to 
postpone his remarks until we have a full commit- 
tee. It is impossible to get the bill out of com- 
mittee to-night if that matter ts to be discussed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. °*I thought a point of 
order was raised that we could not go back in the 
bill to the clause containing the subject-matter of 
the present discussion. 

r.CAMPBELL. The point was raised upon 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Wanna) 
but he claimed, notwithstanding the point o 
order was raised, that he had the right to make 
a speech. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Did [ understand the 
Chair to decide that the clause cannot be altered 
now ? . 


The CHAIRMAN. The clause to which ref- 
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erence is made has been passed over, and the 
committee cannot go back to it. — 

Mr. MARSHALL. If, then, it cannot be cor- 
rected, I suggest that we should no w let the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means take his bill out of 
committee, and let us killit in the House, in order 
that he may come back to the House with a new 
pill, and then we can prevent the perpetration of 
this enormity. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With the view, then, of 
taking the bill out of the committee, I have no 
objection to the amendment proposed in refer- 
ence to the salary of the Governor of New Mexico, 
because we can take a vote upon it in the House | 

roper. I therefore move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the amend- 
ments. gr uy 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now 
in order, as there is an amendment pending to 
strike out the clause in reference to the salary of 
the Governor of New Mexico. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Ithought thatamendment 
was adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I hope the clause will not 
be stricken out. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that this committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman | 
of the committee [Mr. PennineTon] reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly House bill (No. 68) 
to ash deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 
1856, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The House accordingly (at four o’clock) ad- 
journed until Monday next, at twelve o’clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Fruway, February 29, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WADE presented the petition of Daniel S, | 
Chapman, a soldier in the last war with Great 


Britain, praying fora — ; which was referred 
to the Committee on 

Mr. PEARCE. I present the petition of Julius | 
J. Bohrer, late a master in the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States, complaining of the action of the late 
naval board, in consequence of which he was 


dropped, and praying for relief. As the Com- || 


m.ttee on Naval Affairs, which had charge of 

similar memorials, has reported on the subject, 

I move that this petition be laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Mississippi, in favor of the adop- 
tion of measures for chininine reliable informa- | 
tion in relation to the cotton interest in Europe; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


OUR RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States} by Mr. Wesster, his Secre- | 


tary, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- || 


lution yesterday adopted by the Senate, all cor- | 
respondence in relation to an alleged offer by | 
Great Britain to submit to the arbitrament of a 
friendly Power, the questions in difference be- 
tween the two Governments in reference to the 
construction of the treaty of April 19, 1850. It 
appears, from a lettet of Mr. Buchanan to the 
State Department, dated November 21, 1855, that, | 
in the course of a previous conversation, Lord 
Clarendon intimated to him that it might be desir- 
able to have the opinion of a third Power on the 
true construction of the treaty. Tothis Mr. Bu- 
chanan playfully replied, that it would be hard to 
find an impartial umpire, as England had gone 
to war with our umpire, the Emperor of Russia. 
He urged on Lord Clarendon the reasons why the 
British Government ought to relinquish the Bay | 
islands to Honduras; to which his = re- 
sponded that those islands were not of the least | 


ensions. 1] 


fl aed er 
'| value to Great Britain,and that the only 


|| Government. 


uestion 


|| was, whether national honor did not forbid this 


course. 

In a conversation between Lord Clarendon and 
Mr. Buchanan, on November 9th, 1855, the 
former remarked that arbitration was the best 
mode of settling the difference as to the construc- 
tion of the treaty. The American Minister re- 
| plied, that there was nothing to arbitrate; that the 
losenaee of the treaty was so plain and explicit 

as to leave no room for miscenstruction. On the 

| Sth of February, 1856, Mr. Buchanan commu- 
nicated to the Secretary of State information 
of a statement made in the House of Peers, by 
Lord Clarendon, to the effect that the British 
Government had made ‘‘ an offer’’ of arbitra- 
tion, which had been declined by the American 
Mr. Buchanan, in this dispatch, 
| reiterated his former statements as to the conver- 
| sations on the subject, and said that nothing else 
had been remarked but what he had previously 
stated, and that he did not consider his conversa- 
tions with Lord Clarendon as justifying the state- 
ment made in the House of Lords. On the 6th of 
February last, in an interview between the Amer- 
ican Minister and the British Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, Lord Clarendon stated that 
| Mr. Crampton had been instructed bya dispatch, 
dated in November, 1855, to make a formal pro- 
posal to submit the question to arbitration. 

A dispatch was received at the State Depart- 
ment from Mr. Crampton on the 27th of Feb- 
ruary, communicating a dispatch of Lord Clar- 


| ing to submit the question to arbitration, which 
| had not been before submitted to this Govern- 





|| ment in consequence of its last paragraph having 


escaped the attention of Mr. Crampton. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate ordered yesterday 
that five thousand copies be printed of the com- 
munication then received, one thousand to be for 
the use of the Department of State. I had sup- 
»0sed that to be a sufficient number, but it has 
on suggested otherwise. I shall not now move 
to enlarge the number, but I will cheerfully ac- 

uiesce in such a motion, if any other gentleman 
tet that the number should be increased. I 
therefore move that five thousand copies of this 


communication be printed, of which one thousand | 


shall be for the use of the Department of State. 
Mr. SEWARD. Iam quite in favor of the 
publication of the largest number of this corre- 
spondence. It places the controversy on Central 
American affairs in a light somewhat different 
from that which it reflected when the debate in 
the Senate on that subject commenced. As the 
case was submitted to us by the President in his 
annual message, the communications between the 
two Governments consisted of an argument, able 
and elaborate on each side, maintaining the re- 
spective positions of the parties in regard to the 


construction of the Central American treaty and | 


its effect, on the part of the United States demand- 
ing a fulfillment of it, and on the part of Great 


| Britain quite positively, and I think I may now 
say (though 
sion) somewhat offensively, refusing and denying | 


did not say so on a former occa- 


compliance with those demands. 


Under those circumstances, I thought it the | 


duty of the Senate, of Congress, and of the coun- 


| try, to express (if my opinions on the subject 


were right) their decided concurrence with the 
Government in the positions it had assumed, and 
in the demands it had made. I took occasion, in 
expressing my opinions then, to say that we had 

assed the point where we could offer arbitration. 

took occasion, therefore, to consider the ques- 
tion as one which might possibly become one of 
peaceand war. In reviewing all the circumstances 


of the case, I, however, expressed the hope that | 


it might yet become the subject of new communi- 
cations between the two great Powers, with the 
view of averting the calamities of war; and I said 
that Great Britain might thereafter offer us arbi- 
tration, among the means of a settlement of the 
question; and that if she should do so, I, for one, 
should be in favor of listening and hearing, though 
I would not commit myself, but would be willing 
to go to the very verge of accommodation, for the 


endon to him, dated November 10, 1855, propos- | 
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that the United States should offer arbitration; 
and, in the second place, that if it is consistent 
with the dignity and honor of the United States 
to receive the proposition of arbitration from the 
British Government—that Government having 
now distinctly made the offer—I do not say at 
what time—to arbitrate this question, I have no 
opinion to express for the purpose of embarrass- 
ing the Government of the United States in the 
consideration of that question, nor will I embar- 
rass it by expressing any opinion in favor of the 
acceptance of the offer, or adverse toit. Lam sure 
we shall do most wisely by leaving that under the 
authority of the Department, in the able manage- 
ment of the Secretary of State. 

I congratulate the Senate, then, on the -more 
pacific and pleasing prospect of this exciting, 
great, and most important question; and I trust 
that the harmony of these two Governments and 
the peace of these two nations is not to be dis- 
turbed; while I am sure, that in its present hands, 
and I think in the hands of any Administration 
to whom the honor of the country may be con- 
fided, the great interests involved in the fulfill- 


| ment of the treaty will not be sacrificed by the 


United States. 

I have a word to say on the subject of the cor- 
respondence in regard to the violation of the rights 
of neutrality of the United States, which I in- 


| tended to say on a future occasion, but I do not 


like to trouble the Senate often and desultorily, 
and will therefore say what I have to say on that 
subject now. ? 

The Senate will recollect that, when the Cen- 
tral American question was before the Senate ona 
previows occasion, I took care to avoid the diseus- 
sion of the conduct of Mr. Crampton and of the 
British agents in regard to the violation of our 
neutrality laws. I did so, partly because we were 
not informed definitively of what was the nature 
of the offense stated to have been given by Great 
Britain, or of the correspondence with the British 
Government in regard to it; but I did so more be- 
cause I thought it unnecessary and unwise to 
embarrass a great, and important national question 


| with one of ceremony or of etiquette, or of a per- 
| sonal character. 


One good cause of complaint against a party is 
better than many causes of complaint. The mind 
of man delights in simplicity. One real and im- 
portant cause of complaint is enough to present 


| against any Government at one time; and you 





| length. 


can connect no other one with it, which is of sub- 
ordinate importance, without diminishing the 
magnitude and interest of the first and chief one. 
It was for this reason that I regretted to see a con- 
nection between these two questions, and endeav- 
ored to separate them, the one from the other. 
But the course of events has brought out the cor- 
respondence upon this other and merely collateral 
subject; and the impression has been made on 
the minds of many, and has been expressed, I 
believe, in the Senate, by some members of this 
body, while [ was absent, to the effect that there 
was nothing in the correspondence of the British 
Government of the nature of an apology for the 
offense which had been given by them in regard 
to this recruiting question. I wish to say that, 
upon the very cursory examination which I have 
given that question, | am not prepared to go that 
hile I intend to support the Govern- 
thent in maintaining the honor of the country 
upon this, as upon every other question, I still 


| think that circumstances appear in this corre- 
spondence which show that the British Govern- 


ment may, with plausibility and perhaps with 
conscientiousness, say, that they have tendered 
what was regarded by them in the nature of an 
apology, which was as broad and as full as it was 
consistent with the honor of that Government to 
make. 

I find that Lord Clarendon, in reply toa letter 
of Mr. Marcy of the 15th of July last, expresses 


| **the regret of her Majesty’s Government if the 


law of the United States has been in any way 
infringed by persons acting with or without any 
authority from them;’’ and further declares, that 
‘*any such infringement is entirely contrary to 


| the wishes and to the positive instructions of her 


purpose of preventing the calamities ofa belligerent | 


settlement, 


I have no opinion now to express on the sub- | 


ject of arbitration thus offered, except that which 
{ before expressed, that I never would consent 


Majesty’s Government.’’ Lord Clarendon fur- 
ther states that Mr. Crampton was directed to 
issue strict orders to the British consuls in the 
United States to be careful not to violate the law, 
and that ‘‘Mr. Crampton was enjoined, above all, 
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to have no concealment from the Government of | yesterday, when the correspondence 1n relation to 


the United States.”’ 

It is very certain that the Secretary of State 
and the President may be right in supposing this 
was not an explicit acknowledgment; but still it 
is one of those cases in which parties, jealous of 
their honor, may misunderstand the effect i- 
tended to be given by each other to the language 
which they respectively use. It is, however, 
equally certain, on the other side, that Lord Clar- 
endon thought he had made such an apology as 
should be made, and probably all the apology 
which could be made by a Power jealous of Its 
dignity and of its honor; because in a diplomatic 
letter he claims that this was an apology; that it 
was made as such to Mr. Buchanan; and that Mr. 
Buchanan was satisfied with it. He insists upon 
it that he has made an apology; the American 
Government insists that he has not. The point 
of difference between the two Governments is 
confined simply to the effect of the language 
which was used Great Britain. 


I observe that, under date of the 5th of Sep- 
tember, 1855, Mr. Marcy writesto Mr. Crampton, | 


*that ** the international aspect of the case has been 
overlooked by Lord Clarendon.’’ That is, that 
the expression of regret which Lord Clarendon 
had made was one which had in view only the 


'| the enlistment question was received, it was made 
the order of the day for some day next week. Am | 


| | correct in that, sir? 


The PRESIDENT. There was no motion to 
that effect. 
Mr. PEARCE. That was m 


that question. The =e in regard to it were 
received only yesterday. They have not been 
printed and laid on our tables, and Iam not aware 


that they have found their way into the newspa- | 


pers of this city or elsewhere, in full. A portion 


| of them, however, has appeared in a newspaper 
/in a neighboring city—the Baltimore Patriot. I 


do not feel ready, after the cursory reading which 


| T have been able to give to such portions of the 
| correspondence as have come under my eye, to 


express a deliberate opinion on the subject, and | 
I had hoped that no one would present a hasty | 


view of it to-day, at such length, at all events, as 
the Senator from New York has seen fit to pre- 
sent to the Senate. 


I do not concur with that Senator; and I rise 
|| only to say a word because, not concurring with | 
him, I am unwilling that his opinion shall go forth 


| to the country without reply or remark; because 


municipal aspect of the case—the violation of the || 


municipal laws of the United States. Mr. Marcy | 


informs Mr. Crampton, that ‘the international | 


aspect of the case has been overlooked:”’ and he | 
insists that the proceedings of the British func- 


tionaries ** were a violation of international law, 
and an affront to the sovereignty of the United 
States, and infringement of their local law.”’ 
reply to this, Lord Clarendon answers, that he 
regrets that “his former explanations had not 


Tnited States as they had appeared to be to Mr. 
Buchanan;’’ but he ieehaes, that *‘if the law of 
the United States has been in any way infringed 
by persons acting with or without any authority 
from them, any such infringement is entirely con- 
trary to the wishes and to the positive instruc- 
tions of her Majesty’s Government. 

On the 2d of November, 1855, Mr. Buchanan 
reports a conversation held with Lord Clarendon 
on the subject, in concluding which he says that | 
Lord Clarendon remarked, **in a sincere and 
emphatic manner, that nothing had been further 
from the intention of the British Government than 
to violate the neutrality of the United States, or 
to give them cause of offense.”’ 

Phis brings the subject down to « very narrow | 
and almosttechnical point, under ihe code of honor 
which regulates the diplomecy of nations. To say 
that “I did not intend an injury, or an insult, or | 
an offense,’’ is all, perhaps, that a man can truly 
say who never did intend such a thing; unless 
you will oblige him to admit falsely that he in- 
tended that which he did not purpose. It seems 
to me you must be content, taking his honor as | 
the pledge for the truth and sincerity of the dec- 
laration that he never intended, and does not now 
wish to be construed to have intended, any of- 
fense. 

This communication of Mr. Buchanan shows 
that he believed Lord Clarendon and the British 
Government to be sincere—because he dwells 
with emphasis on this point—* to be sincere inthe | 
declaration which they had made that they had | 
never intended any offense or injury, and that | 
what had been done had been done unconscious- | 
ly, if it was in violation of the laws of the United 





States.’’ Ido not say this ought to be enough; | 


but I do say it is enough to form the subject of a | 
discussion Cooween the parties, and to conclude | 
against the assumption, which would be a violent 
one, that the British Government has made no 
apology and no explanation which ought to be 
satisfactory. 

I trust, therefore, if this action of the Senate is 


to go abroad, that in regard to both these ques- | 


tions it may be understood that there is room for 
further consultation and negotiation between the | 
Governments, with the hope that the smaller | 
matter may be accommodated and put out of the | 
way, if the larger one is still to remain an issue 
between the nations; and that even that great one 

which affects our country’s interests so profound. | 
ly, may in some way be happily closed while all | 
those interests are maintained and preserved. | 





| 


| 





Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I think that | 


| the Senate may be supposed to concur in that 


opinion, if no one here shall notice it. 


I will not undertake to say, sir, that no apology | 
has been made which might not, perhaps, by | 


strained liberality and great indulgence, be con- 
strued into some sort of satisfaction; and 1 know 
how difficult it must be, under all the circum- 


| stances, to make a graceful and satisfactory ac- 
In || 


i! 


knowledgment. But I must say that, so far as I 
have been able to form an opinion, such atone- 


| ment as became the Government of Great Britain 
roved as satisfactory to the Government of the || 


has not yet been made. 


The disclosures in the correspondence exhibit | 
| a frankness &nd manliness of spirit, as well as an 


ability, on the part of our Government, worthy of 
all honor, and of which we ae be proud. 
But I regret that a similar spirit does not seem to 


me to characterize the correspondence on the part | 


of Great Britain. I will not characterize it as I 
think it fairly might be characterized; but I con- 
fess that the affront which has been offered by 
the violation of our neutrality laws, and of our 


| territorial sovereignty, seems to me to be aggra- 
| vated by the temper which marks a portion of 
| the British Secretary’s letters. Not only has no 


satisfactory atonement been made, so far as I can 
see, but there is language in that correspondence 
which amounts to reproach and taunt, and which 
is in itself offensive 


I recollect, sir, there is a passage in one of 


Lord Clarendon’s letters to Mr. Buchanan, dated 
in September last, in which he says that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has resorted to 
means, in order to ascertain the complicity of 
the British authorities, which are sometimes re- 
sorted to by despotic Governments, but which 
free and enlightened Governments disdain. Sir, 
I think that is adding insult to injury. 

These means are not specified, I believe; but 
we can readily understand them to be such as are 
frequently resorted to by all Governments, Great 
Britain included, in prosecutions which could not 
be maintained except by using the testimony of 
those who have participated in the offense, and 
who only are cognizant of the facts. 

Sir, I am not an advocate of war. I mostsin- 
cerely hope that we shall maintain peace with 


Great Britain. I look wpon all wars as great | 


crimes and enormous follies, always unneces- 
sary and unjust on one side, and sometimes on 
both. Nor do I mean to say that the proper sat- 
isfaction is to be sought in measures of hostil- 
ity. Far from it. I should regret if the conse- 
quences were found in a termination of diplo- 
matic intercourse between the Governments of 
two people who have so many and important mu- 
tual interests to unite them in sincere and liberal 
friendship. But I cannot soften down the ex- 
pression of my opinion so as to admit that the 
correspondence before us furnishes a full atone- 
ment for the incontestable delinquency of the Brit- 
ish authorities in this matter, or that it is couched 
in language, or framed in a spirit such as be- 
comes the relations between the two countries. 
Sir, the first letter in this correspondence is 
one from Mr, Crampton to Mr. Marcy, in which, 


after communicating to our Government the inten- | 





impression at | 
all events. I did not expect any debate to-day on | 
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tion of Great Britain to restrict within named 
limits the exercise of her belligerent rights, 
invokes the United States to restrain most rigor. 
ously our citizens from participation in priya. 
teering against the commerce of Great Britain 
and to enforce upon them the’strictest neutrality. 

Next, we find in the correspondence a diselosurs 
of the violation by British authority of the laws 
of the United States intended to protect that very 
neutrality. The Power that invokes us to stric, 
neutrality, to allow no advantages to be given to 
her adversary, seeks first openly, and then clan. 
destinely, to make use of our citizens or residents 
against that enemy in violation of that neutrality 
which we were called upon to respect and enforce, 

But I will not pursue the subject further, ] 
do not wish to bring on a debate prematurely, or 
to encourage excitement. The question should 
be discussed calmly, after careful examination and 
reflection. But differing widely as I do from the 
Senator from New York, I have thought it proper 
to say so much, that none may be misled into 
mena that his opinion is that of the Senate. 

r. STUART. r. President, I trust the 
Senate will pardon me for adding a single remark 
to what has been so well said by the Senator from 
Maryland. It will be recollected that the speech 
of Lord Clarendon made in the British House of 
Lords, declared, in respect to the proposal to ar- 
bitrate, something which must have been under. 
stood by the British public to have been a definite 
and full statement. Now it turns out, by an in- 
spection of the papers read to-day, that no such 

roposition was ever even submitted to Mr, 

uchanan. The conversation between Lord Clar- 
endon and Mr. Buchanan, as Lord Clarendon 
himself states it in his correspondence with the 
British Minister here, docs not at all come up to 
what Lord Clarendon stated in the House of Lords, 
He there stated that he had offered to arbitrate the 
question of the construction of the treaty by in- 
voking the aid of a friendly Power, both parties 
agreeing to be bound by the decision. It appears, 
however, that there is not in the conversation 
which is transmitted to this Government by Mr. 
Buchanan, nor in the communication transmitted 
by Lord Clarendon to the British Minister resi- 
dent in the United States, any language which 
comes up to that point. 

What then, sir, is the only inference which is 
left? It is that a broad declaration was made by 
Lord Clarendon in the House of Lords, for the 
purpose of giving the British public to understand 
that their Government had assumed « generous 
position, which had not been responded to by this, 
and that that proposition had been renewed after 
having been once declined. No inference can be 
drawn other than this to which I have just referred 
by the British public, and it is evident that that in- 
ference is not founded upon the true state of things. 

I am disposed to refrain from any general dis- 
cussion of this subject. Indeed I had not intended 
to embark in it, but to leave it in other and abler 
hands. But, sir, this question is fast assuming a 
position before the country, which I think is tend- 
ing to another and a different conclusion, and that 
is, that, inasmuch as the Government of Great 
Britain does not intend to live up to tne treaty, 
we ought to abrogate italtogether. That I con- 
fess is very strongly the inclination of my own 
mind at this time. 

Thus much ithas seemed to me proper to say, 
in order, as the Senator from Maryland so well 
remarked, that it should not be understood that 
the declaration of the Senator from New York 
was the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senators from Maryland and Michigan seem to 
assume that I have expressed the opinion that 
the explanations made by the British Government 
in relation to the violation of our neutrality laws 
were sufficient, and ought to be satisfactory. | 
have expressed no such opinion. I should hesi- 
tate as much as those honorable Senators to arrive 
at such a conclusion, upon the very cursory ex- 
amination which I have been able to give to that 
part of the case which now absorbs the attention 


roposition, which was, that it had been stated 
ere, as 1 understood, that nothing in the shape of 
an apology had come from Great Britain. To 
guard against that conclusion, I showed the Sen- 
ate how the question stands, viz: That after an 
explanation was made by the British Govern- 


of both nations. I addressed myself to another . 
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vaent, whieh was pronounced by Mr. Buchanan || of the consolidated document: be for the ess of | 


(though without authority from his Government) || 
to be satisfactory, he was instructed by the Sec- | 
retary of State to charge upon the British Gov- 
ernment that they had committed and offered an | 
afront to the United States. An affront cannot || 
exist unless it be an intentional affront. The | 
charge was, ** You have inflicted a wound on our | 
national honor to which we cannot submit.” I 
intended to show the Senate that Lord Clarendon 
had disavowed any such intentional affront, and 
that the British Government had, therefore, plaus- 
ible reason for saying that it was true they had 
made the apology which one sensitive nation 
ought to be required to make to another. I ex- 

ressed the opinion with the diffidence, but at the 
same time with the confidence, which belonged 
to my place, that it was not to be regarded as a | 
foregone conclusion, that the Senate of the United 
States adopted the construction of the correspon- || 
dence given to it by those who insisted that nothing || 
in the shape of an apology had been offered. 

Mr. MASON. hen this correspondence shall | 
be read, as it will be by the American people, 
they will find, I think, that a grave offense Ses 
been committed toward this Government by the || 
Government of England—an offense of a very || 
serious character. Ifit is found, as I am disposed | 
to think it will be found, that in any manner and | 
to any extent the Government of England has 
lent itself to a violation of its duties toward this | 
country under the international relations which 
subsist between nations, and to a violation of our || 
domestic laws, made for the purpose of protect- 
ing our own peace and our national honor, it will 
be admitted that a very grave offense has been | 
committed by that nation against this. Now, I 
understand the honorable Senator from New York 
to say that some apology has been made. I do || 
not understand him to say that full reparation has | 
been made, [Mr. Sewarp. No, sir;] but that 
some apology has been made by the Government 
of England to this Government for that offense. 

Mr. President, I understand an apology to be 
between nations what it is between gentlemen. 
If a gentleman in society finds that he has done 
wrong to another, and designs to repair it by an 
apology, he first admits the wrong frankly and in- 
genuously, without any reservation, places him- 
self where he would have stood if the wrong had 
not been committed, and then tenders amends; 
and, more than all, by his deportment as well as 
by his promise, evinces a firm and honorable pur- 
pose not to offend in like manner again. Now | 
submit to the honorable Senator from New York, 
that in this case the apology of which he spoke— 
or what the offending party seems to consider 
such—has rather the appearance, under the sem- 
blance of a disclaimer of offense, to be but trifling | 
wth our just susceptibilities, and thus adding | 
insult to the original injury. 

Sir, I say the American people will find that a 
grave offense has been committed by the Govern- 
ment of England toward this country; and if | 
ever the occasion has presented itself, in our inter- 
national relations with other countries, to demand | 
that we should have ‘‘ indemnity for the past and 
security for the future,’’ that case is presented 
here. I wish the Senate to understand me. I 
mean to make no war speech. I have great reli- 
ance on the good sense of the English people, and 
Ihave equal reliance on the good sense of our 
own people ; and awhere really there should be no 
cause for hostilities between nations, I should 
rely on the good sense of the parties, as I should 
on like occasions between honorable men in soci- 
ety, to do on their respective parts what both 
prudence and honor may require to avoid a rup- 
ture. 

My reliance on the good sense of the English 
nation and the English Government is such, that 
I think they will yet see and acknowledge the 
position in which they stand to this country, and 
will make just amends in some honorable form 

Mr. President, it has been suggested, from 
sources for which I entertain very great respect, 
from several sides of the Senate, that it would 








| facts which, in their opinion, may bear upon the cases 
| aforesaid, and report the same to the Senate. 


|Toomss.} When they 


| 
| 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| 
| 





the State Department, and the residue for the use 
of the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POST ROAD IN MISSISSIPPI. 
Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 


sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post road from Ocean Snr.gs, in Jackson 
county, Mississippi, to Dwyer’s Ferry, in Ure same county. | 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. IVERSON. | offer the following resolu- | 
tions: 

Resolved, That a committee of —— Senators be appointed 
by the Chair, with power to send for persons and papers, 
and that said committee be, and are hereby, authorized and 
instructed to summon before it the members of the late 
“naval retiring board,”’ or such of them as may be conve- 
niently brought before the committee, and examine them 
upon oath as to the facts and evidence, grounds and rea- 
sons upon which the action of said board was founded in 
each case of the officers recommended to be put upon the 
retired list, or dropped from the service ; and that said com- 
mittee be further instructed to inquire and obtain any other 


|| tion; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
} 
| 





Ind be it further resolved, That said committee be 
authorized and instructed to advise and consult with the 
President of the United States in relation to the eases of 
said retired and dropped officers, with the view of correct- 
ing any error or injustice which may have been committed 


by the action of said retiring board, by the reappointment | 


or restoration by the President of such officers as may 
have been unjustly or improperly retired or dropped. 


I do not ask, Mr. President, for the consider- 


/ation of these resolutions at the. present time. 
My object is, at a convenient and proper time, to 


move them by way of substitute for the resolu- 
tions offered yesterday by my colleague, [Mr. 
shall be taken up, as I 
suppose they will be in the course of the next 
week, I give notice that I shall offer this propo- 


| sition as a substitute, believing that it will reach 


the difficulty and correct the evil more securely 
and promptly than any other mode which has yet 
been suggested. My colleague has informed me 
that he will be under the necessity of being absent 
from the city for a short time; and if before his 
departure he shall not call up his resolutions for 
action, I give notice that I shall ask for the con- 
sideration of mine, and, if they do not meet the 
acceptance of the Senate, [ shall very cheerfully 
vote for his resolutions, and shall call them up 


\| for action. I give notice that, when these resolu- 
|| tions shall come up hereafter, I will submit some 


remarks in justification of my proposition, as 
well as upon the general subject of the action of 
the naval board. 
Mr. RUSK. These resolutions are very im- 
| portant, and I think we should have them before 
us in proper shape. I therefore move that they 
be printed, together with those submitted yester- 
day by the honorable Senator’s colleague. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr.STUART. I moved yesterday that when 


on Monday next. I stated,as areason for making 


\| the motion, that the standing committees of the | 
|| Senate had a large amount of business before them 


| which could not be done if the Senate sat every 
| working day in the week. That vote was after- 
| wards reconsidered, and I think very properly, 


! and dispose of a message from the President. 


We have done that; and now, as there is no other 


| pressing business, as I understand, I move that 


the Senate adjourned then it should be to meet | 
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Senate of February 11, information in relation to 
additional fortifications necessary for the proper 





oe 





| defense of the city and harbor of New York, and 


of the navy-yard and public property at Brooklyn; 
which, on motion by Mr. Sewarp, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Also, the thirndannual report of the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing; which, on motion by Mr. 
Jonnson, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a letter from the Treasurer of the United 


| States, accompanied by copies of his accounts of 


receipts and disbursements for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1855; which, on motion by Mr. 
Sewarp, was referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


for the purpose of sitting to-day in order to receive | 


| members o 
| regiment of New York militia in the war of 1812, 
| praying to be allowed pay and bounty land; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 








when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, March 3, 1856. 





be better to print a larger number of these docu- | 


ments than that which I at first proposed. I | 


therefore now move that ten thousand copies of | 


the message and documents communicated to us i\ 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


yesterday, in regard to the enlistment question, | 
and ten thousand of those communicated to-day, | 


nN ERE EEGEeeemene a 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


| Senate a report from the Secretary of War, com- 


be printed together; and that one thousand copies | municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

_Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of the 
citizens of Brooklyn, New York, praying that 
the public lands may be granted, free of cost, to 
actual settlers not possessed of other lands; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


Also, the petition of Betsey Hawley, praying 


| tat she may be authorized, through the State 
| Department, to take the necessary steps to collect 
| the effects of her husband, Isaac { 

| died in Colombia, South America; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


>», Hawley, who 


Also, the petition of citizens of New York, 
praying for an amendment of the bounty land act 
of March 3, 1855; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of John McDonald and others, 

Fn band of musicians attached to a 


Also, the petition of Catharine Warner, widow 
of a revolutionary soldier, praying for an increasé 


of pension; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Pensions. 


Also, the petition of the trustees of the State 
University of lowa, praying for an additional 
grant of land for the use of that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for an amendment of the 


| bounty land act of March 3, 1855; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Also, the petition of William Peck and James 


| B. Smith, praying for the enrollment and registry 
| of the coasting schooner ‘* Zadock Pratt of Buf- 


falo,”’ the keel,of which was laid in Canada, and 

the vessel finished in the United States; which 

was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, the memorial of Samuel 8S. Wood for 


| himself, and in behalf of Alexander M. C. Wood, 


praying indemnity for the destruction of their 


| property in the bombardment of Greytown, by 


the United States sloop of war Cyane, under Cap- 
tain Hollins; which was referred to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Samuel 

A. Storrow, M. D., praying for the establish- 
| ment of a medical hospital in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of the 
New York Iron Pavement Company, praying for 
an appropiation for paving Pennsylvania avenue, 
in the city of Washington, with iron; which was 
| referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Charles 
A. Price, praying to be allowed the right of pre- 
emption to a tract of land lying within a military 
| reservation in Florida, upon which he has settled; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a a of citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying that the patent of 
William Woodworth for improvements in planin 

| machinesmay not be renewed; which was referre 
| to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Of- 
fice. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petition of Susannah 
Coddington, widow of Peter Coddingtonya private 
in the marine corps, praying to beallowed a pen- 

| sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 

| Mr. BROWN 
) heirs of Captain James Campbell, praying for 


resented the petition of the 
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compensation for his services as an officer in the | name is very freely used, and to which it seems | 


revolutionary army ; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. erat ole} 

Also, a petition of citizens of Eastern Missis- 
sippi, praying for the confirmation of their titles 
to certain lands entered and paid for by them, in 
conformity with the requirements of the land 
officers in that district ; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Lowa, praying for the establishment of | 
a mail route from West Union to St. Charles, in 
that State ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. SEWARD presented an additional peti- | 
tion of Oscar Bullus, a cornmander in the Navy, 
who has been placed upon the reserved list, pray- 


ing to be restored to the active service list ; which | 


was ordered to Jie on the table. 

Also, the memorial of John S. Chauncey, late 
acommander in the Navy, who was dropped in | 
consequence of the recommendation of the late 
naval board, praying to be restored to his former 
position in the service ; which was ordered to |je 
on the table. 

Also, the petition of Timothy C. Benham, who 
was placed upon the reserved fist in consequence 
of the recommendation of the late naval board, | 
complaining that injustice had been done to him, 
and praying for redress; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial Se 
A. Seawell, late a midshipman inthe Navy, who | 
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proper that I should advert, as I do not like the | 
| position in which it places me. 
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The article is 


signed **J. W.W.’’ Although I should not | 


think it proper to notice, in this place,an anony- || he has now thought it of sufficient im 


mous article, this is so obviously written by | 
General James Watson Webb, and is so dis- | 
tinctly alluded to by the Intelligencer as such, | 
that I feel justified in considering it the production | 


| of that gentleman—as much so as if signed by | 
| him in fall. 


| when the discussion took place in the Senate in 


respect to all questions in which we were in- 


was ee oa in consequence of the recommend- || 


ation of the naval board, complaining that injus- | 
tice has been done to him, and praying for re- | 
dress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
- PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was | 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. IVERSON, it was 

Ordered, That C. L. Lukens and Hugh Maxwell have 
leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That William A. Cameron have leave to wit h- 
draw his petition and papers. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Enoch S. 
More, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Daniel Brown, sub- | 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to | 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of John Brown, sub- | 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of Illinois in 
behalf of Valentine G. Wehrheim, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the petition of Miles Devine, sub- | 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to | 
be printed. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on | 

| 
| 
| 





Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
the heirs of Simon Summers, asked to be dis- | 
charged from its further consideration, and that | 
it be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- | 
vide for the sale of certain town lots; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, asked and | 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to continue the 
improvement of the harbor of Vermilion, Ohid; 
which was read twice by its tide, and referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, in the Intelligencer | 
of this morning is a statement of some conferences | 
that took place between two distinguished gentle- 
men in London some two years ago, in which my | 
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Ordered, That the memorial of Joshua Shaw, on the || 








| Lord Clarendon on the subject. 


| confined to the Eastern question, but that the habit of a 
| good understanding between them has become general on 


| and is worth noticing again, that just before this 
| declaration of the French Emperor, while indeed 


| French ruler, to induce him to avow the same 


General Webb states that, some two years ago, 


respect to the declaration of Lord Clarendon, that | 
there was an understanding between France and 
England which extended to all parts of the world, 
he was in England and had an interview with 
I will preface 
General Webb’s narrative by reading the declara- 
tion of Lord Clarendon: 


** Your lordships will be glad, also, to hear that the union 
of the two Governments—of France and England—is not 


all matters of policy, and extends to all parts of the world ; 
and that, on the question of policy, there is no part of the | 
world, in either hemisphere, with regard to which we are | 
not entirely in accord.”’ 

That declaration excited some sensation in this 
country, as every gentleman present will prob- | 
ably recollect. It seemed to be a distinct decla- 
ration to the world, on the part of the English 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, that the 
policy of France and England was in accord with 


terested—Cuba and others—and with respect to all 
other questions throughout the world. <A short 
time afterwards, in the address of the French Em- 
peror to his Legislative Council, was the follow- 
ing pregnant paragraph, containing the same 
ominous warning: 

‘What firmer bonds can there in fact be than those 
bearing the names of victories belonging to the two armies, | 
recalling acommon glory; than the same anxieties amd | 
the same hopes, agitating the two countries; than the 
same views and the same intentions animating the two 
Governments in every corner of the globe ?”? | 


It has been heretofore noticed in this country, 


it was preparing, Lord Palmerston was in Paris; 
and it is no unreasonable supposition, that his | 
representations may have operated upon the 


»olicy thus announced to the British House of 
eers. 

It will be seen that Lord Clarendon said the al- 
liance extended to all parts of the world, and that 
there was no portion of either hemisphere with | 
regard to which the Allies were not in accord. 
The French Emperor said, their understanding 
extended ‘* toevery corner of the globe.’? These 
declarations attracted a good deal of attention in 
our country. It appeared as if a consentaneous 
policy were about to be adopted, or had been 
adopted, which had our interest particularly for | 
its object. In common with other Senators, I 
made some remarks about itat the time. Those 
remarks went to England; and it appears from 
General Webb’s statement, that he immediately 
had a conversation with Lord Clarendon on the 
subject, He says that Lord Clarendon stated that 
he had read with surprise General Cass’s remarks. 
This declaration was followed by a consultation 
with General Webb as to the best method of 
placing Lord Clarendon right before the American 
people; during the course of it he said with some 
emphasis to General Webb: 

** Surely you did not imagine that I intended to convey 


the idea that we had entered into any arrangement affecting 
the United States ?”? 


To which General Webb says: 

“Certainly not, because your daily language to me ren- 
dered it impossible for me to mistake your meaning. It is 
nevertheless true that your language appears to justify the | 
construction put upon it by General Cass.” 

He likewise added, that the speech would 
‘*excite alarm and anxiety throughout this coun- 
try.’’ And that it did so is known to every one. 
It is likewise known that there was but one con- 
struction put upon this language, either in the | 
Senate or out of it, and that was, that it was | 
unfriendly and minatory, both in its terms and | 
objects. 

wo years ago, an article appeared in the New 
York Courier and Enquirer, which may be called 

























the first edition of the narrative, obviously written 
by General Webb, and containing substantial] y 
the.same statement of his interview with Lord 
Clarendon, and of the advice he gave him, which 
r 

again to spread before the country. He a 
goes, however, somewhat more into detail, He 
differs, however, from himself in one respect, fp 
the former narrative he says, that Lord Clarey. 
don’s language “‘ certainly admitted of such forced 
construction.’’ But time has corrected his views 
and the construction is now justified without 
the application of any force in its interpretation, 
It appears that after some consideration of the diff. 
culty of his position, Lord Clarendon demanded 
General Webb’s opinion, ‘ and inquired how j, 
was possible to remedy the error which had bee 
committed?’? The English Secretary of State 
being quite a verdant young man, and having 
ventured into water beyond his depth, appealed 
to the friendship and judgment of our distinguisheq 
countrymen to lend him a helping hand to relieyg 
him from the scrape. The counsel was given, 
and the narrative thus proceeds: 

“T recommended an interview with Mr. Buchanan 
whieh was adopted; and the interview accordingly took 

lace on the following day. A few evenings thereatter 
Toei met his lordship, when he said to me that he had 
arranged with Mr. Buchanan the unfortunate misappre- 
hension of his speech; and, in reply to my inquiry how jt 
had been arranged, he stated that he had addressed an ex. 
planatory letter to Mr. Crampton, to be read to Mr. Marcy, 
I smiled at this information,” &c. 

This significant smile of the American politician 
immediately alarmed his friend, who at once 
inquired, ‘*‘ Why I considered the arrangement a 
bad one? My reply, of course, was, that the pres. 
ent Administration would not feel desirous of 
correcting the error that had been made; and 
that, consequently, the American people would 
never hear of it, and all their sympathies would be 
gradually transferred from the Allies to the cause 
of Russia. He appreciated the force of this re- 
mark, and asked me to suggest a mode in which the 
— of America could be made to understand 

ow grossly his meaning had been misrepresented, 
adding: 

***] look upon the sympathy and good feeling of your 
countrymen in the coming struggle as being all-important 
to the Allies. The moral power which they will exercise 


upon the war is second only to their taking part with us in 
the contest.’ ”? - 


From the marks of quotation annexed to this 
aragraph, it is obvious that General Webb must 
ave made a formal protocol of his conversation 

with Lord Clarendon. But, however that may 
be, he put his shoulder to the wheel, and thus 
states the result of his reflections: 

‘* After some conversation upon the subject, I proposed 
to write him a note, asking him to commit to writing what 
he had said to me in our first conversation upon the subject, 
to be used at my discretion, in the event of the Administra- 
tion suppressing the purport of his official explanation of 
his speech. This was acceded to, and on the following day 
I addressed him the note agreed upon, in reply to which [ 
received the following.’’ 

This note I need not read, for it has been pub- 
lished in the Intelligencer, and, I suppose, read 
by every Senator. It disclaims any reference to 
the United States, and says that he ‘* had on his 
mind the joint action of France and Engiand (in 
which the United States shared) in Paraguay, in 
Buenos Ayres,” &c. 

It will strike every dispassionate observer that 
the words, “ all matters of policy,’’ and extend- 
ing to ** all parts of the world,” ** and no part of 
the world in either hemisphere with regard to 
which we (that is France and England) are not 
entirely in accerd,”’’ in the speech of Lord Clar- 
endon, *‘and the same views and the same inten- 
tions animating the two Governments in every 
corner of the globe,”? in the address of the 
French Emperor, are phrases which require a 
good deal of twisting to confine their operation, 
even upon this continent, to Paraguay and Buenos 
Ayres. This letter, however, which General 

ebb suggested to Lord Clarendon to address 
to himself, as the best mode of cutting the Gor- 
dian knot, is deemed by the General a very sat- 
isfactory and important one; and he says, that 
he ‘‘inclosed it to a distinguished member of 
the Senate, urging him to inquire of General Cass 
in the Senate whether our Government had not 
been officially apprised by Lord Clarendon of 
the true meaning of his speech in the House of 
Lords; and in the event of his disclaiming any 
knowledge of such an explanation, to read Lord 
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n Clarendon ’s letter to me, suppressing only the | called upon the Administration to beware of the || There is another portion of General Webb's A, 
, f ; . ; 4 
y name of the party to whom it was written. My || consequences.’’ There could have been no such || letter to which I desire to call attention. He gives ; 

: ‘. with its inclosure, came safely to hand || union of sentiment if the lancuage of Lord Clar- || a recapitulation of the injury done to Lord Clar- ie 
d letter, W y ; yury 
h early in April, 1824; but for some reason which || endon did not fairly convey the views attributed || endon in the Senate inthe course of the discussion 
i has never been explained to me, the distinguished || to him, and announced an ominous union between || which has taken place here upon the subject of 
w Senator to whom it was sent did not deem it of || France and England, hostile to this country. || our relations with Great Britain. His fourth head 
% sufficient importance to be given to the public as ] What was the natural course for Lord Clarendon || of injury done to his lordship is in these words: et 
n an antidote to the poison so extensively circulated |} to adopt? He did not need the advice of General “Fourthly, with downright and intentional falsehood in ta 
.- through the speech of General Cass.” || Webb, able as it was. He did not need an inter- || saying that he had offered to submit the construction of the bh 
d The letter, it seems, was a kind of defensive || view with Mr. Buchanan. He did not need the Ceote- Belen wenty Maen. whet A fah ae such 7. 
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, weapon, to be used only in the event of the in | intervention of Mr. Crampton, nor the esr of Mr. || (Now, I pronounce every word of this declaration entre, t 
At formation imparted by} r. Crampton being shut Marcy. His very position dictated his course. || and Lord Clarendon knew at the time there was not the pba 
) up in the breast or in the pigeon-holes of Mr. | To put himself right, he should have gone to the || slightest foundation for it. It was intended to mislead, " 
. Marey. Asour Secretary of State did not choose || House of Peers, and there declare that he had Does any man on this floor, does any person within the i 

to be used dium of communication, Lord || been misunderstood, and that he intended nothing || S°U"4 of my voice, believe for a moment that Lord Clar- yt 

d to be used as a me auon, + |] ; ee on oo ‘5 || endon thought he was speaking the truth when he made ‘ 
it Clarendon has to fall back upon the letter written || offensive to the United States, adding thereto his || this speech?” tf 
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u to General Webb. I suppose the General thinks | actual 2 _— and od me he has ae | Now, every one who has not watched the prog- 
ty the time has now come to show the relation which || avowed them. That was the theater for his |! ress of this discussion will be surprised to hear 
g subsisted between himself and Lord Clarendon. || explanation, as it was the theater of eg oy me assert that I have said nothing—nothing at all 
i Now, sir, this satisfactory and ee letter, | which rendered an explanation necessary. - —to justify this statement. I never alluded in the . 

d thus denominated by General Webb, involving || idle to maintain that a private dispatch to be read || Senate, in the remotest degree, to the question of 
Q perhaps the peace of the two countries, has been | to Mr. Marcy could be a satisfactory means of || arbitration. I read my speech over again this 
> snugly ensconced in the General’s pocket for two || quieting the public mind in this country. Can || morning, to be sure that I had made no mistake 

years. Intended to pour oil upon the troubled || any man allege the slightest reason why Lord || on this point; and, to be more certain, I sent for 

waters, it has been kept from its proper work till || Clarendon did not rise in his place in the House |! our reporter, Mr. Sutton, whose ability in his 
: that breeze has passed by, and been succeeded by || of Peers, and - that on such a sme | I made a | profession and accuracy are favorably known to 

! another, and another still. Why it makes its 1 eee which I find has proved very unac- | ali of us, in order to compare my printed speech 

appearance now, when the transaction has almost || ceptable to the people and Government of the || with his notes, and I find that this statement is 

‘ passed by, I do not know, and shall not stop to || United States, in consequence of their attributing | scrupulously accurate 
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; inquire. General Webb continues: } to it views I never entertained, and l now dis- On the day when General Webb attributes to 

_ “Since then General Cass has made two otherspeeches, || AVOW the eee put upon it? Instead of | me these remarks with reference to the arbitra- 

insisting upon his erroneous construction ot Lord Claren- | doing 80, i [r. Crampton got a letter, and Gen- | tion, the subject before the Senate was the recruit- “i 
1 don's language in the House of Lords in January, 1854, || erg} Webb solicits and obtains another. And | ;., tion: did reo 

although he should have been informed by Mr. Marcy that || +).4¢ is the noble conduct of Lord Clarendon! 1) INE question; an do not recollect that any 
, Mr. Crampton had read to him a dispatch from Lord Cla- 2 See Ree aes aes eer : || Senator touched the former; I am certain [ did 
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rendon fully and satisfactorily explaining his meaning in 
using the language to which exception was taken.”’ 

I know nothing of the letter stated to have been 
sent by Lord Clarendon to Mr. Crampton, and | 
of course nothing of its having been read to Mr. 
Marey. I never made an inquiry upon the sub- 
ject. What General Webb means by saying that 
‘Mr. Marcy should have communicated it to me, | 
passes my comprehension. The letter, it will be 
observed, was one to be read, not to be delivered; 
and our Secretary of State would have been well 
setto work to goround to Senators and others with 
the voluntary information, that Mr. Crampton 
had told him so and so, and read to him so and 
so. It was not a subject for diplomatic commu- | 
nication. 


spoken do not give to a foreign Government the 
right to complain or to demand explanation. Mr. 
Crampton, it is said, was authorized to read to 
Mr. Marcy a disavowal by Lord Clarendon of 
the offensive import of his words. The object, | 
by the statement of General Webb, was to allay 

the public mind in the United States by showing 

that no such designs as those intimated were in 

rgitation by France and England. And what | 
was Mr. Marcy to do if such a letter were read 
tohim? Go round, as General Webb intimates 
he should have done, to me and to others, to put 


antidote to be made coextensive with the poison, 
by publishing a statement in the Union, that Mr. 
Crampton had called at the Department of State | 
and satisfactorily explained the offensive lan- 
guage of Lord Clarendon? If he had submitted | 
to such an unworthy instrumentality, he would 
little deserve the high estimation he enjoys. If 
Lord Clarendon, acting for the British Cabinet, 
desired that theepeople of this country should 
correct any erroneous impressions they had re- 
ceived from his language, it was for him to adopt 
the proper means. It was for him to disavow 
the imputations ublicly, and in his own name, 
and not seek Gules in a note to be privately read 


to the Secretary of State, who could properly || 


make no use of it. He had more dignified func- 
Uons to fulfill than to be the private interpreter 
of a foreign Government. 

Mr. President, all this is but a poor excuse for 
taking a very unwise course. For undertaking 
todo badly what, to be acceptable, should have | 
been done frankly, fairly, and openly. Lord | 
Clarendon had his own remedy in his own hands. | 

| 
| 





The words which justly gave offense to this coun- 
try, and whose obvious import he has since de- 
nied, were spoken in the British House of Peers, | 


Webb himself admits in his first statement that 
“ the press, without distinction of party, applaud- 
ed General Cass, denounced the 


and from there went forth to the world. General 1 
| 


jance, and | 


The offensive words were spoken in || 
an English legislative assembly, and words thus | 


But, besides this, it is obvious that Mr. Marcy 


could not make himself the instrument of com- | 


munication with the public without acceding to 
this denial of the designs of the French and 
British Governments, or without expressing his 
doubts upon the subject. Iam sure he was not 


|| prepared to do the former, and it may well be | 
that he did not wish publicly to do the latter. | 


No man who has heard the French and English 


declarations I have just read, will say that they | 
| are not pregnant with important consequences, 
so far as the union they intimate and for the pur- | 


oses avowed can be important to our country. 


sides the united voice of the press here, the | 


Diario de la Marina, of January 28th, 1855, a 
journal published at Havana, puts the same con- 
struction upon the words of Lord Clarendon and 
Louis Napoleon. Here is whatitsays: 


*¢ Now, there is no threat in this for whoever is willing 
to respect the conservative principles, the practice of which 
redounds to universal advantage. But forthe advocates of 
the celebrated Monroe doctrine, according to their last and 
elastic interpretations, and for those who, in a different 
scene, would wish to imitate the conduct of Russia, and 
appropriate a whole continent without obstacle, there is 
no doubt but that this European systeni must be exceed- 
ingly disagreeable.”’ 


General Webb refers to some Senator to whom 


|| he sent his letter, with the request that it might 
| be given to the public. 
the matter right? Or, to borrow his idea, was the | 


Who he alludes to I do 


not know. He adds: 


*¢ Under these circumstances I deemed it my duty, some 
weeks since, when apprised that General Cass was about 
to speak upon our relations with England, to place in his 
hands the original letter from Lord Clarendon to me, accom- 
panied with a request that he would at an early day give 
his lordship the benefit of this very satisfactory explanation, 
so promptly made upon learning that his language in the 


| House ot Lords had been misunderstood. The distinguished 


Senator from Michigan assured me that he would, onsome 


| 


| 





suitable occasion during the session, read Lord Clarendon’s | 


| letter tothe Senate ; and I do not entertain a doubt that it 


was his intention so to do.”’ 


Now, sir, I have no unkind word to say of 
General Webb. Ihave none but friendly feel- 
ings towards him. He has very unwisely, and 
as I think uselessly, brought up this matter again, 
when nothing called for its reéxamination. Il 
ean tell General Webb why I finally concluded 


not to read Lord Clarend n’s letter in the Senate, | 


as I thought at first | would do. I perceived on 


reflection that I could not do so without saying 





that the letter was a very inadequate explanation | 
| under the circumstances in which Lord Claren- 


don was placed, and stating what I have already 


urged, that the course for him to pursue was to | 


make the disavowal in the same Chamber of 
Peers where the words were spoken. And | did 
not want to make Lord Clarendon’s letter a vehi- 
cle for the views which General Webb’s state- 


| ment has rendered it necessary I should now make 


to the Senate. I think this course will meet the 


| approval of the Senate. 





not; and my friend, the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mason,] who sits beside me, will recollect 
that I handed him a note, during the discussion, 
bearing upon the recruiting matter. Iam utterly 
at a loss to conjecture how it happens that Gen- 
eral Webb has quoted the paragraph referred to, 
purporting to contain the very words I used in 
reference to arbitration; and to make the matter 
still worse, a little further in his statement he 
renews the subject again, averring that I said 
what he had already charged me with saying: 

** Charge number four is triumphantly refuted by the cor- 
respondence sent to the Senate on Friday, wherein Mr. 
Buchanan sustains Lord Clarendon in all he said in relation 


to the offer to refer the question to the mediation of a 
friendly Power. Who deceived or misled General Cass 


| into making the undignified and reprehensible assertions to 
| which he gave utterance on Monday last, it will become 


his duty in self-vindication to explain to the Senate and 
the country at an early day. That he was deceived, and 
made the declaration in good faith, I do not for a moment 
doubt.” 


There is no need of accepting the challenge of 
General Webb, concerning the disclosure of the 
name of the person who misled or deceived me. 
As I was not misled nor deceived, nor made such 
statement, I am not called upon to place any man 
between me and difficulty. Mr. President, I can- 
not account for this misunderstanding, and must 
leave General Webb to make his own explana- 


tions. 


What I did say of Lord Clarendon had refer- 
ence to an entirely different ae to the recruit- 
ing matter, and certainly, though the language is 
strong, perhaps too strong, it is far short of the 
offensive expressions charged on me by Gen- 
eral Webb. Here is what I said: 

‘Lord Clarendon’s statement is, that on the breaking 
out of the war, applications were made to join the British 
Ariny in the East ; and then he says: 

‘In consequence of them, instructions were sent to the 
Governor of Nova Scotia, to consider whether persons from 
the United States, desirous of enlisting in the British ser- 
vice, could be received at Halifax.’’ f 

“< Does one honorable Senator believe such a thing? Is 
there a man within the sound of my voice, Senator or 
spectator, who believes that the British Government, with 
our law before them, eight months after the communication 
of Mr. Marcy, wrote to the Governor of Nova Scotia to as- 
certain whether they could receive recruits from the United 
States?” 

Now, sir, we all know the celebrated French 
distinction between language official and language 
confidential. How Lord Clarendon would recon- 
cile his declaration with the obvious purposes 
and course of the British Government, it is not 
for me to determine. I rejected indignantly the 
pretension that the British Government, after 


passing an actin the face of a stern opposition at 


ome, and unacceptable to neutral Powers, pro- 
viding for raising recruits in foreign countries, 
had then a plied to the Lieutenant Governor of 
Nova Scotia, to ascertain whether recruits from 
this country could be received there; and this, 
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too, with our law before them, for { have already | 


shown it was communicated by Mr. Marcy to 
the French and British Governments soon after 
the declaration of war. Such a representation is 
buta continuation of that system of misrepresent- 
ation which has marked this attempt to violate 
our laws and our neutral duties. No man can 
read our statute upon this subject without know- 
ing that a person cannot be sent from the United 
States to another country for the purpose of en- 
listing without a violation of our law. ‘If any 
person,”’ says the statute, ‘ shall, within the ter- 
ritory of the United States, hire or retain any 


a to go beyond the limits of the United | 
8 


tates, with the intent to be enlisted in the service 
of a foreign prince, he shall be deemed guilty of 
a high misdemeanor.”’ 

Now, sir, did Lord Clarendon need the opinion 
of the Lieutenant Governor of Nova Scotia as to 
whether such persons could be received there. 
Let hin believe it who can—I am not of the num- 
Ler. The whole course upon this recruiting mat- 
ter is but another version of the old injunction, 
get money, honestly if you can, but get money. 
90 the British Government say in effect to their 
agents—get recruits in the United States, and 
without violating the laws, if you can; but get 
recruits in the United States, and don’t be found 
out. I shall not continue this subject; but no dis- 


passionate man can review oe peeceeee with- | 


out being satisfied that the con 
Government has been anything but friendly, and 
its explanations anything but satisfactory. 
CHEROKEE PENSIONS. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a joint resolution 
declaring in what manner the pension laws for 
the benefit of the Cherokee Indians shall be exe- 
cuted, have instructed me to report it back, and 
to move that the committee be discharged from 
its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REID. I move that the joint resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to hear that 


uctof the British | 


resolution read, in order that the Senate may see 


what ground there is for referring it again. 

Mr. REID. I will state, for the information 
of the Senator from Michigan, what I understand 
to be the object of this joint resolution, which was 
introduced by my colleague, |Mr. Biaes.] Un- 
der an existing treaty and law, certain Cherokee 


Indians, who were engaged in the war of 1812, | 


are entitled to be placed on the list of invalid pen- 
sioners. The Commissioner of Pensions, I be- 
lieve, has some difficulty in determining who is 
the proper person to receive the pension when 
the warrior who was the original pensioner is 
dead; and it is necessary to pass a law designat- 
ing the persons properly enutled to receive pen- 
sions when the original pensioner is dead, t 
is the intent of this aanbeliin 

Mr. STUART. 
calling for the reading of the resolution has been 
effected by the statement made by the Senator 
from North Carolina. When the report was made 


hat | 


The only object I had in_ 


from the Committee on Indian Affairs, I did not | 
understand that it was made because that commit- | 
tee thought the subject one not properly belonging | 


to them, 


I understand now, however, that the | 


ground on which the committee asked to be dis- | 


charged was, that the subject more properly be- 
longed to the Committee on Pensions. My only 


object was to prevent one committee from super- | 


vising the action of another. I have no objection 
to the reference of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


SOUTHWESTERN AND MUSCOGEE RAILROAD | 


COMPANIES. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK the joint resolution, | 


(S. R. Ne. 7. 
the Post Office and Post Roads, for the relief of 
the Southwestern and Muscogee Railroad Com- 
panies, was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to authorize the Postmaster General | 


to correct an error in the bid of R. R. Cuyler, for 
the president of the Southwestern and Mus 
Rail Companies, on mail route 6303, by al- 
lowing them $15,300 per annum for double daily 
service, from the commencement of their service 
to the expiration of the contrast, or so long as 


) reported from the Committee on | 


| 


| 


cogee | 


} 
i 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








the New York and New Orleans mail may con- 
tinue to be transported over that route. 

Mr. RUSK. This resolution is intended to 
correct what is clearly amistake. There are two 
railroad companies connected in the present con- 
tract for the transportation of the mail on this 
route; they are each about fifty-one miles in 
length. The parties intended to bid separatel 
for each road; but, on an examination of the ad- | 
vertisement for the purpose of making their bids, 
it was ascertained that the two roads were adver- 
tised as one route—the Southwestern road and 
the Muscogee road. The president of one of the 
roads, as the agent of both, filled up the bid, sub- 
mitted it to the Post Office Department, and pro- 
posed to carry the mail at $20,400 for single daily 
service, and for double daily service they intended 
to insert $30,600; but in making out the latter 
sum, for the double daily service, (it being a dis- 
cretionary matter with the Postmaster General to 
accept or not,) the sum of $15,600 was inserted. 
That was evidently a mistake; because, as a mat- 
ter of course, no reasonable men would propose 
to carry the mail twice daily for a less sum than 
that for which they would carry it once daily; 
but this is made very certain by the affidavit of 
Mr. R. R. Cuyler, who is well known to most of 
the committee, and whose statement I would take 
without hesitation. He states that the mistake | 
occurred by the figures being made out for one 
of the roads only. There was an additional prop- 
osition, that, if the Department would transfer | 
the New York and New Orleans mail to that | 
route, they would then perform the service for 
half the amount they had proposed. The Post- 
master General accepted the bid, and transferred 
the New York mail. 

This resolution, therefore, proposes to correct 
the error, and they will then receive only $15,300 
per mile for transportation of the double daily 
mail service on this route. We have not only the 
affidavit of Mr. Cuyler, a gentleman for whom I 
have a high respect, but the facts which [ have 
stated are admitted by the Post Office Depart- 
ment; and the only objection the Department has 
had to correcting the error heretofore was, that 
it had no authority by law to do so; and if it did 
so in this case it might be called on to make sim- 
ilar corrections in other cases. It was, therefore, 
thought better to refer the matter to Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. It was read the third time 
and passed. 

COST OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to correct an error in a resolution 
which I introduced the other day at the instance 
of the Committee on Printing. It was a resolu- 
tion of inquiry to ascertain the cost of printing 
for the Departments not done under the provis- 
ions of the general printing law. I ask leave to 
have the words “ judicial and executive’’ stricken 
out, so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the different heads of Departments of the 
Government be directed to furnish, for the information of 
the Senate, astatement of any and all sums of money which 
have been paid, or agreed to be paid, for printing for each of 
the several bureaus and offices of such Departments, during 
the year ending December 31, 1855, which has not been ex- 
ecuted under the provisions of the act of 26th August, 1852, 
regulating the prices of the public printing. 

By unanimous consent, the proposed amend- 
ments were allowed to be made. 


ADDITIONAL SLOOPS OF WAR. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, on Tuesday 
last I gave notice that I should ask the Senate to- 
day to take up for consideration the bill reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs providing for 
the construction of ten sloops of war. I post- 
poned it until to-day, in consequence of objection 
from the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
{[Mr. Howrer,] who, having since examined the 
subject, now withdraws his objection. I there- 
fore ask the Senate to take up the bill now for 
consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 119) to authorize the con- 
struction of ten sloops of war. It proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to cause to 
be constructed, at as early a day as practicable, 
consistent with a due regard to economy and 
efficiency, ten sloops of war, provided with screw 
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propellers and properly armed and equi fi 
service; the mae and meshiveny to pet fe 
either in the Government yards or by contract, as 
the Secretary of the Navy may think most advis. 
able. For this purpose $2,000,000 are Proposed 
to be appre riated, 

Mr. MALLORY. I will simply inform the 
Senate that the language of the bill is identical 
with that of the bill passed some two years ago 
for the construction of six steam frigates, The 
amount is less than one half of the estimate; byt 
the Secretary of the Navy conceives that the sum 
proposed by this bill to be appropriated is as 
much as ought to be appropriated now. I haye 
pieces the sum in round figures in the bill, and | 

elieve itis less than one half the amount esti. 
mated at the Department. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
inform me what is the estimate of the whole cost 
what is the size of the steamers, and whether 
they are all to be uniform? What is to be the 
average cost? If the amount now proposed he 
less than one half the estimate, and if, as usual 
the estimates be less than the actual cost, I think 
the ten war-steamers must cost ultimately as much 
as $8,000,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask the Secretary to 
read the letter of the Secretary of the Navy on 
that subject. 

The Secretary read it as follows: 


Navy DepaRTMENT, February 25, 1856. 

Srtr: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your communication of the 24th instant, in which you state 
that, “in view of the time which has elapsed since your 
[my] recommendation for the construction of seven sloops 
was made, and of the present condition of the Navy with 
reference to our merchant tonnage and the naval forces of 
other Powers, it has occurred to the Naval Committee that 
you [1] might deem it expedient to provide tor a greater 
number.”’ 


I have just had an interview with the chief of the Burean 
of Construction, &e., relative to the condition of our pres- 
ent sloops of war and the wants of the service. This class 
of vessels, drawing but little water and armed with the im- 
proved battery of a few heavy guns, has of late grown much 
upon the esteem of naval men. Since my communication 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, dated December 23, 
1854, recommending seven steam sloops, we have lost the 
Albany and the Porpoise. Several others have been con- 
demned. After a careful inquiry into the number and con- 
dition of our sloops of war, I am clearly of opinion that it 
will be judicious and prudent to order the construction of 
ten sloops, instead of seven. This opinion is not dictated 
by our disturbed relations with any foreign Power. 

The chief of the Bureau of Construction, &c., has made 
an estimate of the cost of vessels of the class proposed. His 
opinion is, that each will cost $507,000 completed—equip- 
ment and machinery. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, J. ©. DOBBIN. 


Hon. Stepuen R. Matuory, Chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee, United States Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if these 
vessels are in addition to the six war steamers 
ordered to be constructed by the last Congress? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out “ten,” 
and insert ‘* seven’’ as the number of steam sloops 
to be now constructed, so as to bring it back to 
the original estimate. I have no idea that we 
shall have a war. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Apams] whether he heard the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy read, giving 
as a reason for the increase that, since he recom- 
mended the construction of seven sloops of war, 
two years ago, two of our old sloops have been 
lost, and some others condemned. This propo- 
sition to increase the number is altogether irre- 
spective of any war feeling. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have noticed what the gen- 
tleman alludes to; but Iam inclined to think that, 
if we should lose the remainder of these old ves- 
sels, no injury would result to the service—not 
the least in the world. 

Mr. YULEE. I wish to inquire of my col- 
league, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, what is the cost of keeping afloat and in 
service a steam sloop of war for a year? 

Mr. RY. We have no steam sloops 
of war in our Navy. I know of nothing that 
deserves the name. Iam unable, therefore, to 
make any statement which can be relied on as to 
the expense. 

Mr. YULEE. Can you not judge by the ex- 
pense of maintaining in service other steam 
vessels ? 


Mr. MALLORY. I cannot give any informa- 
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